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LETTER 
N 

Mr DO DELL, &c. 


SIX, 

T is a thing of very ill conſequence, 
when Men of great reputation in 
the World for Learning, in their 

Diſcourſes upon the moſt important 
Doctrines of Religion, raſhly and up- 
on very little grounds, allow them- 
ſelves to advance new and crude No- 
tions, and extravagant Hypotheſes; 
which the Profane wi/ not, and 
the Weak are not able to ſeparate, 
from the principal and fundamental 
and moſt neceſſary Doctrines then1- 
ſelves. —— 
Fot, as iti Natural Philofophy and 
in the ſearch after Phyſical Truth, the 
B Syſtems 
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Syſtems and Hypotheſes which inge- 
nious Men invent for explaining the 
appearances of Nature, and which for 
ſome time are received with applauſe, 
but afterwards are confuted by Reaſon 
and Experience ; are apt to make Men 
think the natural cauſes of things ab- 
ſolutely impoſſible to be diſcovered at 


_ all ; and have really ſuch an effect up- 


on very Many, as to make them 
reject for their ſake, or at leaſt to call 
in queſtion, even the certaineſt Truths 
which have been diſcovered by plain 
Experiments or clear Mathematical de- 


monſtration it ſelf: So in matters of 
Religion likewiſe, the inconſiderate 


and groundleſs Notions, which Men 
of great Learning and much Reading, 
have with too little Judgment ſome- 


times joyned and intermixed with their 


explications of ſome of the greateſt and 


moſt important Doctrines of Religion; 


when upon due Examination, the ab- 
ſurdity and inconfiſtency of ſuch 
Schemes plainly appears; have been 


apt to raiſe doubts in many Mens 


Minds concerning the Truth even of 


the certaineſt Doctrines themſelves, 
which are either the moſt plainly 


diſcovered by right Reaſon, or are 
1 moſt 
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moſt clearly delivered in Scripture. 
You teach that the Soul of Man is 


naturally mortal, and will of it ſelf 
_ periſh and come to nothing, if not up- 


eld by the extraordinary Power of 
God, in a præternatural way. Many, 
who ſee the imprudent Title of your 
Diſcourſe, and will not take the pains 
to read the Book it ſelf, will conclude 
that you ſuppoſe the Soul to periſh at 
the diſſolution of the Body; And all 
Libertines, when they have read and 
conſidered all that you offer, will ſtill 
conclude, that if (as you grant to 
them) the Soul muſt of it ſelf natural- 
ly periſh ſometime or other, there is 
no time ſo probable when it ſhould 
periſh, as at the diſſolution of the Bo- 
dy; and they will eaſily perſwade 
themſelves to rely upon this, that God 
will tiot work a perpetual Miracle to 
preſerve them pretefnaturally by his 
omnipotent Power, on purpoſe to in- 


Aid upon them an eternal Puniſhment, 


which by nature they were not capable 


of undergoing. 


Theſe Mens concluſion indeed is by 
ho means right; But it is ſuch a one, 
as is very natural for Men of looſe 


principles and vitious Lives to draw 
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from your Doctrine; And therefore 
you ought to have been very careful 
not to give them ſuch an occaſion of 
deceiving themſelves, unleſs you had 
firſt been very ſure that your Notion 
was either very plainly contained in 
Scripture, or very clearly demonſtrable 
by right Reaſon : Which that it is not, 
I preſume will appear from the fol- 
lowing Obſervations. 


You begin with a diſtinction (Pra-. 
mon. Sec. 3,) that the Souls of ſome | 
Men are made immortal by the Spirit 
| of God, to Happineſs ; and the Souls 
| of ſome others, by the Mill of God, 

it to Puniſhment.. Now what can be more 
j precarious and groundleſs than this di- 


ſtinction? For what real difference is 
there in the thing it ſelf, between being 
immortalized by the Spirit, and by the 
Will of God? Eternal Life and Hap- 
pineſs is indeed conſtantly attributed 
to the Spirit of God ; that is, thoſe | 
|. only who have the Spirit of God, and | 
are guided by it, who obey the Will of 
God, and live .in conformity to his 
holy Laws, ſhall he partakers of Eter- 
1 nal Happineſ And thus the Spirit of 
li God is indeed neceſſary to quality 
| | Men 
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Men for, and to make them capable 
of, the Happineſs of Heaven. But if, 
to make good Men capable of an Eter- 
wal Duration in order to that Happi- 
| neſs, it be neceſſary that the Spirit of 
God give them a new Principle of Sub- 
ſeſtence, or ſuperadd a mew Subftance 


a ta their Souls ; (as your obſcure Ex- 
preſſions concerning the Acceſſion of an 


adſcititiout Spirit, &c, frequently ſeem 

to ſignify; and without which, there 

| is no other difference than only in 
| Words, between being immortalized 
| by the Spirit and by the Hill of Cod ;) 
then nothing can be more contrary 

to reaſon, than to ſuppoſe any Men 
\ made immortal without the addition 
of that new Principle ; nor can any 
repreſentation of Gods proceedings, 

be more harſh and incredible, than to 
ſuppoſe him by his Omnipotent N 
and Power, eternally and miraculouſly 
preſerving ſuch Creatures unto endleſs 

| Puniſhment, who never had in them, 
eeither originally or additionally, any 
Principle of Immortality at all. How 
plainly and how very much more a- 
greeable to Reaſon and to our natural 
Notions of God is it, to ſay that all 
Creatures who ſhall ever undergo E- 
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ternal Puniſhment, are ſuch as having 


been created naturally immortal, and 
by wilful continuance in Sin having 
ſo far depraved themſelves as to be- 
come uncapable of eternal Happineſs, 
muſt conſequently by the juſt judg- 
ment of God fall into ſuch Miſery, as 
their immortal nature fo corrupted 
neceſſarily makes them liable to. 
When we ſpeak of the Soul as created 
naturally immortal, we mean that it 
is by the Divine Pleaſure created ſuch 
a ſubſtance, as not having in itſelf 
any Compoſition, or any Principles of 
Corruption, will zaturally or of itſelf 
continue for ever; that is, will not by 
any natural decay, or by any Power 
of Nature, be diſſolved or deſtroyed ; 
But yet nevertheleſs depends continu- 
ally upon God, who has Power to 
deſtroy or annihilate it, if he ſhould 
ſo think fit. When therefore you ſay 
that the Original of the Immortality of 
ſuch Souls as ſhall be eternally puniſhed, 
may be more agreeably derived from the 
Divine Pleaſure, than from the Nature 
of the Soul; if thereby you mean that 
the Soul was made immortal by the 
zeere pleaſure of God, in oppoſition to 


its being immortal by the meceſſity of 


its 
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its own Nature, in the ſenſe that God 
is immortal; then indeed not Plato 
only, but all others alſo that ever held 
the Immortality of the Soul, have been 
and are of the ſame Opinion : But it 


by thoſe Words you mean, as through 


the whole of your Diſcourſe you ex- 
presſly declare, that the Soul was crea- 


ted mortal, but by the Divine Omnipo- 


tence is upheld eternally ; then it is, 
on the contrary, evidently far more 
agreeable to right Reaſon and to our 
Notions of God, to derive the Immor- 
tality of the Soul, and eſpecially of a 
miſerable one, from its own Nature, 
than from the Divine Pleaſure ; that is, 
to ſuppoſe the Soul to have been at 
firſt created ſuch a Subſtance, as by 
the ordinary concourſe of Divine Pro- 
vidence would continue for ever; than 
that it was created of-a mortal and 
periſhable Nature, but by the extraor- 
dinary and miraculous Power of God, 


is continually ſupported, only to endure 


Torment and Puniſhment, beyond the 
capacity of its ownNature,toallEternity. 


There cannot eaſily be made a worſe 
repreſentation of Gods dealings with 
Mankind, than what you affirm (Præ- 

B 4 mon. 
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mon. Sect. 4,) that if the Devils had 
not fallen, there had been no Hell at all; 
and that Mankind is no otherwiſe con- 
cerned in it, than as, by joyning them- 
felves to the Devils party, they intitle 
themſelves alſo to his Puniſhment, Tis 
true, the fire of Hell was firſt and ori- 
ginally prepared for the Devils, becauſe 
they were the firſ# and original Offen- 
ders. But to ſay that, without their 
Fall, there ever would have been ary 
Hell at all ; and that the ſame or equal 
Puniſhment ſhould not then have been 
inflicted upon Wicked Men for the 
ſame Crimes, as there now ſhall ; is 
repreſenting God like an Arbitrary Ty- 
rant, who without caring to make 
an exact, equal, and particular di- 
ſtribution of Juſtice, deals with all 
Offenders of all ranks and degrees 
_ alike, becauſe they have all interpreta- 
tively joyned in oppoſing his Antho- 
rity. | | 


You affirm expreſly (ibid.) that the 
Soul does wot depend on our groſs Orga- 
nical Bodies, nor periſbes upon its diſſo- 
lution from thoſe Bodies. I beſeech 
you, if the Soul be ſuch a ſubſtance as 
is incapable of being hurt by fo great a 
8 985 change 
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change and diſſolution, as is cauſed 
in us by a violent Death, ſuppoſe by 
Fire ; upon what Principle can it be 
imagined to be naturally mortal? or 
what Revolutions in Nature will it not 
be able to reſiſt and ſupervive > You 
explain this further, by ſaying, that 
| Mens Sorls do not ſo depend on any other 3 


created Being, but that they may ſtill 
continue in their duration, whatſoever o- 
5 ther created Influences be with-drawn 
from them, if God be pleaſed ſtill to con- 
| tinue that ordinary Providence, which is 
eſſentially neceſſary for their continnance. 
And is not this the very definition of 
Inmortality ? or did ever any Man 
mean more than this, when he affirm- 
ed the Soul to be naturally Immortal ? 
You diſtinguiſh it indeed from the Na- 
tural Immortality of Angels; but by ſuch 

a diſtinction, as includes not in it any the 
leaſt drfference. For what difference is 
there between affirming concerning An- 

gels, that it is in the Power and Pleaſure o 
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God, to annihilate them when he thinks 
ft; and concerning Humane Souls, that 
they do not ſo depend on any other created 
Beings, but that they may ſtill continue 
in their Duration, whatſoever other crea- 
ted Influences be withdrawn from ther, 
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if God be pleaſed ſtill to continue that 


ordinary Providence, which is efſen- 
tially neceſſary for their Preſervation £2 
And yet in the very next Words, 
you very inconſiſtently imagine the 
Soul, as being a mere Flatus, to have 
a more immediate Dependance on God 
than other Creatures, than even the 
meaneſt Particles of lifeleſs Matter 
have ; which muſt make it ceaſe to be, 
whenever he is pleaſed to ceaſe tobreathit ; 
4 being unable to continue its Duration, 
by the Powers given it at its firſt Produ- | 
ion, and the continuance of thoſe ge- 
neral Influences which are requiſite for the 
ſupport of created Beings in general. Ac- 
cording to theſe laſt Words, the Soul 
being not ſo much as a Subſtance of a- 
ny kind at all, is likely to be more ef 
fectually deſtroyed by Death, than c- 
ven the Body it ſelf, Whereas accord- 
Ing to the Words juſt preceding, 
your Scheme ought to have been on 
the contrary, that the Soul is by Na- 
ture Immortal, and muſt be ortalixed 
by the Omnipotence of God, if ever 
it periſh ; and not, that it is by Nature 
Mortal, and muſt be immortalized by 
a new a& of Omnipotence, to inable 
it to ſubſiſt for ever. So that * you 
% ecm 


IO 


= — — — — —— — 2 


„ — 128 


| 
; 
: 
f 
7 
y 
F 


k 
: 
; 
: 
, 
4 


— ” 2 Tn — 2 l 2 _ * . — . — — — aw 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


ſeem to have framed no conſiſtent No- 


tion even of your own Scheme. 


What you advance (Præmon. SeF. 


5, concerning its not having been 
culpable to hold communication and 
joyn with the Devil, before the Pub- 


lication of the Goſpel ; and that the 


Devil was not to be looked upon as a 
publick Enemy, before his being de- 
clared ſo by the Goſpel ; is fo extra- 
vagant, that it needs no Confutation. 
Was not the Devil an Enemy, when 
he tempted our firſt Parent? And was 
he not publickly declared to be ſo, in 
the Curſe pronounced to him thereup- 
on ? Is not the Devil deſcribed as a 


publick Enemy to God and good Men, 


in the Hiſtory of fob? And as an Ene- 
ny to Iſrael, 1 Chron. 21, 12 Or was he 
known to be an Enemy in Temporal 


Affairs only, (Premon. pag. 41, 


and could not be known to be ſo in 


things relating to the Life to come? 
Or had the Patriarchs no expectation 


at all of a better City to come, after the 
preſent Tabernacle was diſſolved? Is 


not Idolatry in the Old Teſtament 


conſtantly branded with as ſevere a 


character of Rebellios againſt God, as 


In 


11 


Þ V 4 
[FORT uu TIT... 


—— 


= —_ — * — —— 9 = 
—— — 2 * 2 * * 


* T_T TR TL 


— 
- =- 


= I - + 5 LEW E 


* — 


Fug, 
— Aa «- 


— 
— 6 ” . Ss <- 
> az ©X2*c 
2 13 a 
-- _ ——— — — - - — 
— — — ww — — - — 


- _ 1 — — — K — - — — — 
2 * _ - - 
- ia * a” > <4 10 
* S 2 * - % 
— — <> -_ — * * 
- -— — — - — - — * - 


CPI 
22 7 
— — — „ 
— = — — — * - - — 


— 
X 


. 


— — - * 
— 


CEPT wr 


I 3 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


in the New? And in the Heathen 
World, before the Goſpel was begun 
to be 
that Tenorance God did indeed wink at, 
that is, would not be ſo fevere in pu- 
niſhing them, as thoſe who ſhould at- 
terwards ſin againſt greater Light ;) 
yet was it no Crime, to worſhip the Crea- 
ture more than the Creator? Was it no 
Fault that the World did 43; vg . 


ip, lie under entire ſubjection to 


the Evil One, 1 Joh. 5, 19? and in 
the Power of Satan, Acts 26, 18? Were 
not the abominable Rites of the Hea- 
then, plainly a ſacrificing to Devils? 
And do not all the Antient Fathers, 


for whoſe judgment you expreſs ſo 


great an eſteem, ſuppoſe in all their 
Writings againſt the Pagans, that be- 
fore the propoſing of the Goſpel to 
them, they ought to have known from 
the Light of Nature and Right Reaſon, 


that thoſe impure Spirits whoſe wor- 


ſhip was attended with all manner of 


beſtiality and wickedneſs, were pro- 
feſſed Enemies to God and Goodneſs? 


Nay, does not S Paul himſelf ex- 
preſly affirm, that That which may be 


hem from 


them, to have preſerve 
[dolatry ? 


preached, (though the times of 


known of God, was 2 enough to 
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; | Tdolatry ? and that, becauſe they did 

not like to retain Cod in their knowledge, 

E 1 but changed the Truth of God into a Lie, 

; for that Reaſon God gave them up unto 
: dile affedions, &c. 

ö | Nor is it leſs abſurd, to found (as 
) 

) 

| 


vou do in the ſame place) the Hein- 

| ouſneſs of Sin and the Reaſonableneſs 

pf the Severity of its Puniſhment, prin- 

: | cipally upon its being interpreted as a 

' Joyning with the Devil. Idolatry in- 

; deed, and Witchcraft, and Profane 

| Scoffing at God and all Religion, may 

juſtly enough come directly under this 

charge; and all other Sins alſo may in 

effect and in event, not improperly be 

looked upon as a promoting the Inte- 

reſt of the Devil, and an oppoſing the 

etſtabliſhment of the Kingdom of God: 

But to make the formal Reaſon, the hein- 

| ouſneſs and demerit, not only of Ido- 

' latry, Witchcraft, and Profane open 

Oppoſition of Religion, but alſo of all 

' other Sins whatſoever, to confiſt not 
' ſo much in the original depravity of 

the Actions themſelves, in their con- 

trariety to Right Reaſon and to the 

ö Light of Nature and Conſcience, in 

their oppoſition to the Nature and Will 
and Law and Authority of God, 3 in 
| their 


— — 
— 
— -4 — 


E rr 


* Premon. 


p- 28. 


* Premon. 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


their being interpretatively Aa joyning 


and communication with the Devil; 
To ſuppoſe God inflicting upon Men 
ſuch a Puniſhment, not as their Sins 
deſerve in their own Nature, and 
ſuch as the Nature of their own Souls 


makes them capable of falling into by 


wilful and obſtinate corruption and 
depravation of themſelves, but ſuch as 
* is diſproportionable to their Nature, 
and f exceeding the natural Powers of 
their degree of Being; and to account 
for this, only by ſaying, that Chriſt 
will ſo interpret their not joyning with 
Him, as ifthey had joyned themſelves 
to the Devil ; Is not all this, to make 
God, in the hardeſt Senſe, act * arbi- 


pag 27. trarily? 


of Job. 3, 19. (Præm. Sect. 6.) is ſo looſe 


Tour Interpretation of Ro. 2, 1 2. and 


and groundleſs, that any Text may in the 
ſame manner be brought to prove any 
thing, or rather no Text can really prove 
any thing at all. For if when St Paul 
ſays, Rom. 2, 12. that as many as have ſin- 
ned without Law, ſhall alſo periſh without 
Law : and as many as have ſinned in the 
Law, ſhall be judged by the Law ; the 
Word periſþ be not evidently Syno- 


nymous 
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nymous to being judged or condemned, 


and fignifies that every Sinners condem- 
nation or puniſhment ſhall be propor- 


tionable to the heinouſneſs of his Sin 


with reſpect to the Light he ſinned a- 
gainſt; but on the contrary from the 


Word | amiivw | ſhall periſh, it can 
be concluded that the Perſons ſpo- 


ken of ſhall only barely ceaſe to be, in 
oppoſition to the Word Une. 


ſhall be judged or condemned; It will 


tollow equally from the uſe of the ſame 


Word 1n other places of Scripture, that 


neither rejecters of the Goſpel, nor 
wicked Chriſtians, nor even the Devils 
themſelves, ſhall be condemned to any 
other Puniſhment, than bare ceaſing to 
be: For of all theſe, it is ſaid in ſe- 
veral places of Scripture, that [_ 2x:as- 
T« | they ſhall periſh or be deſtroyed - 
and thus you unwarily overthrow all the 
Threatnings of the Goſpel. Again, if 
when our Saviour ſays, Job. 3. 19. that 


This is the condemnation, that Light is 


come into the Worl d. and Men love Dark- 


eſs rather than Ligbt; his plain mean- 
Ing be not this, that the clear Revela- 


tion of the Will of God made to Man- 
kind in the Goſpel, and the expreſs de- 
nunciation of his Wrath againſt Sin, 

is 
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is the great Aegravation of Impenitence, 
and that which makes Mens obſtinate- 
ly continuing in their Sinsutterly inex- 
cuſable, and their condemnation evi- 


dently moſt juſt, becauſe they cannot 


now pretend ignorance of their Duty; 
but the Words [ *AuTy n xelon | This is the 
Condemnation, muſt fignifie a particular 
Kind of Puniſhment to be inflicted up- 
on Men for Aſſociating with the Devil as 
being the Prince of Darkneſs ; I cannot 


ter of any new Opinion may interpret 
any part of Scripture ſo as to counte- 
nance any the molt groundleſs Fancy or 
Imagination whatſoever, 


Is it not a very weak Hypothe- 
ſis, to imagine that the Souls of Men 
muſt needs be naturally Mortal, be- 


cauſe otherwiſe God would not know 


how to diſpoſe of the Souls of the 
Heathen ; ſince there cannot be any third 
Eternal State, ſuitable to the Nature of 4 


Rational Soul; neither happy, nor miſe- 
rable; as there muſt be, if thoſe Souls be 
naturally Immortal? ( Premon; p. 43.) 
Is not the Univerſe large enough, for 


God to diſpoſe of all his Creatures in- 
to States ſuitable to their Natures ? 


Are 
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Are there not in Gods Houſe many 
Manſions 2 Or will Heaven and Hell be 
two ſuch Places, in which there will 
be no Differences of States, no ſpace 
for Order and variety of degrees ? 
Does not our Saviour himſelf expresſly 
tell us, that they who {kxzew not their 
Maſters will, and yet did things worthy 
of ſtripes, ſhall be beaten with few ſtripes 2 


And does not St Paul, in the whole 


2d Chapter to the Romans, plainly de- 
clare that Gentiles as well as Jews 
ſhall be judged according to their 
Works? 


The reſt of your Præmonition, be- 
ing upon a different ſubject, I forbear 
to conſider at this time. 


_— 


— — — 
— 


N the Diſcourſe itſelf (Sec. 2,) you 
propoſe a moſt dark and unintelligible 
Notion, concerning | uw and rech 


Soul and Spirit; not only diſtinguiſh- 
ing the rational Soul from the ſenſitive; 
which was the Philoſophy of many of 
the Antients 3 but moreover making . 
the Spirit different from both, and 


wholly præternatural to Man. The 
whole natural Soul (J,) including 
C both 
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both the ſenſitive and the Rational part, 
(which you elſewhere call the two Souls, 
pag. 220,) you ſuppoſe to be of it ſelf 
mortal, but to be made immortal in good 
Chriſtians by the addition of the Spirit, 
(by the Acceſſion of an Adſcititions Spi- 
rit, as you ſometimes expreſs it,) and 


in the rejecters of the Goſpel to 


be made immortal without it. If 
by the Spirit you mean only an Opera- 
tion of the Spirit of God upon our 
Souls, than (as I obſerved before) 
there 1s no real difference between 
being immortalized by the Spirit 
and by the Vill of God. But if 
by the Spirit you mean the additi- 
on of a new Subſtance or Principle 
of Subſiſtence to the Souls of good 
Chriſtians in order to immortalize 
them, which yet in them that reject 
the Goſpel are immortalized with- 


ſuch another ſuppoſition, as if you 
ſhould ſuppoſe the QOnderftanding 
to be one Subſtance in a Man, and 
the Mill another, and the Habit of 
Virtue a third; notwithſtanding that at 
the ſame time it be confeſſed that all 


theſe things may be Faculties or Pow- 
ers of one and the ſame Subſtance ? 
And 
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And your perverting the words of St 
Paul to ſerve your obſcure Hypotheſis, 
is very groſs. Does St Paul, when he 
diſtinguiſhes the natural Body | Luxexoy 
cows | from the Spiritual Bod) Ce] 
o3ue, | and calls the one corruptible, the 

other incorruptible ; mean that the na- 
tural Body | 1uyjuir 05.44] is therefore cor- 
ruptible or mortal, becauſe the Sout 
[uy] or Principle of Life which is in 


it, is itſelf a * Mortal Principle? Or « 7. 4; 


that the Spiritual Body [ avevuarINgY e 
is made incorruptible by the ſuperaddi- 
tion of a new Spirit to the Soul that 
animates it? The plain meaning of & 
Paul is only this, that the Body which 
in this preſent ſtate is diſſolvible and 
corruptible, ſhall after the reſurrection. 
| by the Power of God, be made incor- 
ruptible; without having any reſpe& 
at all to the Soul; or the Nature of it, 
in his whole Diſcourſe. Again, when 
St Paul derives our Title to the Re- 
| ſurreFion of the Body, wholly from 
Chriſt : does he thereby mean to 
| affirm, that, without the Reſurrecti- 
on of Chriſt, the Souls of Men 
muſt alſo have ceaſed to exiſt ? 
Onthe contrary, for that very reaſon, 
becauſe the Souls of Men would not 


„ have 


x 
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have ceaſed to exiſt ; therefore Chriſt 
thought them of value to redeem them 
from Miſery, by the purchaſe of his 
Blood, by his Death and Reſurrection. 
And tis the worſt repreſentation of 
Chriſtianity,that can be ; ſomething that 
might indeed * be thought hard dealing; 
to ſuppoſe (as you do) that the Goſ- 
pel of Chriſt, which is every where in 
Scripture repreſented as the greateſt in- 
ſtance of God's tender Mercy and Com- 
paſſion towards Men, ſhould upon the 
whole ſo very diſprop rtionably increaſe 
the Miſery of ſinful Men, as that who- 
ever disbelieved or neglected that new 
offer of Grace and Favour, ſhould from 
thenceforth be condemned to everlaſt- 
ing Torments ; notwithſtanding that 
otherwiſe Sin, in its own Nature, a- 
gainſt the Light of Reaſon and Conſci- 
ence and the natural Law of God, was 
ſo little heinous, that had it not been 
for the Offer of this new extraordinary 
Grace and Favour, they that had lived 
in the utmoſt contempt of God and of 
his natural and eternal Law written in 
their Hearts, and in the moſt unre- 
ſtrained practiſe of all poſſible wicked- 
neſs, might have been ſafe from the 
fear of any other danger, than that of | 
periſh- | 
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periſhing finally by a natural Mortality. 


Your Concluſion from our Saviours 
deſcription of the laſt judgment, Mat. 
25, is very extraordinary; [Sec. 3 3] 
that becauſe the rewardableneſs of the 
good Works of the Righteous, is there 
aſcribed to their having been done for 
Chriffs ſake ; therefore no other Per- 
ſons ſhall be concerned in that Judg- 
ment, but thoſe to whom the Goſpel 
had been made known. You might 
exactly as well have concluded, that 
becauſe Charity and Oncharitableneſs 
are the only particular Actions there 
mentioned, for which Men ſhall be ad- 
judged to Reward or Puniſhment ; 


21 


therefore no regard ſhall be had to any 


other Virtues or Crimes jn that final 
Judgment. It is evident by comparin 

other places of Scripture, that all kinds 
of Actions {hall then be examined ; and 
it is as evident, that all ſorts of Perſons 
ſhall be fo tov. Thoſe who never 
heard of the Goſpel, tis true, cannot 
be judged by the jame Rule or Form, 
as thoſe who did hear of it; But is it 
not very wonderful, to conclude from 
thence, that becauſe * ſach perſons mu 


de judged by another form not fully and 
* ex- 


* pag. 7. 
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expresſly (ſuppoſe) mentioned in Scrip- 
ture, therefore that form cannot at all be 
known what it is; and if that form could 
not be known, yet that therefore it ought not 
to be believed that there is any ſuch form 
at all? Does not the ſame Light of Rea- 
ſon, which makes Men a Law to them. 
ſelves, neceſſarily diſcover alſo to them 
at the ſame time what Rule they ſhall 
be judged by ? Neither is it true there- 
fore, that no ſuch Form can be prov- 
ed from the Scriptures : For does not 
St Paul, in the whole 2d Chapter to 
the Romans, largely declare that there 
1s ſuch a Form, and alſo what that 
Form is? And does not the Scripture 
every where plainly ſuppoſe, that the 
Judgment ſhall be univerſal > The 
Phraſe of judging the World, Acts 17, 
31, manifeſtly implies it ; and the op- 
poſition between Death and Judgment 
Heb. 9, 27, though the ſtreſs of the 
Apoſtles argument does not indeed lie 
upon it, and the univerſal particle LA 
ie not added, yet very evidently ſup- 
poſes the Judgaent to extend to the 
very ſame Perſons as Death doth. And 
what difference is there, between ſay- 
ing that tis appointed for Men once to 
die, or that tis appointed for 4 M 

once 
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once to die? It is not a juſt anſwer 
here, to ſay that Univerſal aſſertions 
are frequently in Scripture to be under- 
ſtood in a limited Senſe. That can 
only be fo, when either the common 
acceptation of the words, evidently 
limits their ſignification; as in that 
] place you mention, Joh. 12, 19; or 
| when ſome other parallel places of 
{ Scripture, expresſly add a Limitation; 
Where this is not the caſe, as it is not 
in the phraſe of Gods judging the 
World, Acts 17, 31; the ſame ex- 
preſſion being in all other places of 
Scripture likewiſe univerfal ; if limita- 
tions may be added arbitrarily and at 
pleaſure, there will then be no way 
left to diſtinguiſh at all, when any de- 
claration is to be looked upon as uni- 
verſal, and when as only particular. 
You your ſelf are forced to allow the 
Jews, who lived before our Saviours 
coming, to be concerned in the Judg- 
ment; and not them only, but alſo 
Others who lived before the Law, in 
the Times of Noah and the Patri- 
archs; becauſe (pag. 11.) as they were in- 
titled to the Spirit in Reverſion, ſo they 
might be intitled to the Conſequences of 
the Spirit, one of which is Imortality. 
os oy | | 
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I ſuppoſe you will eaſily grant, that 
the Knowledge many of theſe Men had 
of Chriſt, was but implicit and very 
obſcure : And if that was ſufficient to 
intitle them to Immortality, why is it 
not as eaſy to ſuppoſe that the Pro- 
miſe God made to Adam might entitle 
all Mankind to have ſome benefit of 
the Redemption purchaſed by Chriſt, 
according to their different proportions 
and capacities, though they never 
heard of him explicitly ? 

It may here be obſerved alſo by the 
by, that, according to your obſcure 
and indeed confuſed manner of expreſ- 
ſing your ſelf, you in this Section (pag. 
8,) ſuppoſe the Holy Spirit to immorta- 
lige Men to Puniſhment; and again, (pag. 


31,) that Men are qualified for the high- 
er degree of Puniſhment, by the Acceſſion 


of ihe adſſcititious Spirit which makes then 
idyyi0o: ; Not very conſiſtently with 
your f::{ diſtinction, (Præmon. Sec. 3,) 
that the actually immortalizing Souls 
to Puniſhment, may better be aſcribed 
to the Pleaſure of God, than to the 
Divine Spirit. Unleſs you will ſay, 
that bad Men within the Covenant, 
are immortalized to Puniſhment by one 
Principle ; and bad Men without the 

Covenant 
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Covenant, or Rejecters of it, immorta- 
lized to Puniſhment by another Prin- 
ciple. And ſo there is no end of vain 
and groundleſs Imaginations. 


That there ſhall be, as you fay, 
(SeF. 4,) a very great difference in the 
Puniſhment of thoſe who reſiſt and rej: 
the Goſpel, from what it would have 
been if they had never heard of the Goſpel ; 
is undoubtedly very true. But does it 
from thence follow, that God did not 


T oblige Men at all to worſhip himſelf, + pg. ir, 


before any revealed Religion was inſti- & 12. 
tuted ? Becauſe the * Scripture does in- * pag 
deed every where ſuppoſe the Condition of 


thoſe who reſiſt the Goſpel-diſpenſation, 


worſe than that of the worſt ſort of Crinti- 


nals who never heard of the Goſpel ; does 
it from thence follow, that they that 
never heard of the Goſpel, had there- 


fore no concern at all in the final judg- 
ment? Becauſe our Saviour declares 
that it ſhall be re tolerable for Sodom 
and Gomorrha in the day of Judgment, 


than for thoſe who rejected the Goſpel 


when offered them ; does it from 
thence follow, that thoſe wicked Pco- 


ple ſhall not be caſt into * outerdar;- * Pag. 


eſs at all? When our Saviour threatens 
| that 


13. 


4 
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that Capernaum, which was exalted te 
Heaven, ſhould be brought down to Hell , 
is it not a very extraordinary Interpre- 
tation of the meaning of thoſe Words, 
and as wonderful an Inference from 
them, to conclude that thoſe People, 
if our Saviour had not preached to 
them, would have f had no reaſon to 


4 Pag. 14. fear the Puniſhment of Hell at all? An 


* peg. 18. 


unprejudiced Perſon would rather con- 
clude on the contrary, that for that 
very reaſon, becauſe they were in dan- 
ger of it, therefore our Saviour preach- 
ed to them and exhorted them to re- 


pent and flee from the wrath to come. 


Laſtly, if they that never heard of the 
Goſpel, ſhall not indeed for their Un- 
belief be ſentenced to * that Hell, which 
was prepared for the Devil and his 
Angels ; that is, to the ſame degree of 
Puniſhment with thoſe who reje& or 
diſobey the Goſpel ; yet does it at all 
from thence follow, that they ſhall 
have zo concern in the general Judg- 
ment, upon account of their having 
obeyed- or difobeyed the Law of Na- 


ture? 


The 
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The caſe (Sec. 6.) of that Text in 
St John, Joh. 5, 28 and 29; The 
Hour is coming, in the which all that are 
in the Graves ſhall hear his Voice, And 
ſhall come forth, they that have done good, 
unto the Reſurrection of Life, and they 
that have done evil, unto the Reſurrecti— 
on of Damnation, is exactly the ſame 
with that before- mentioned, A&s 17, 
31. The Words are aniverſal; and the 
inſtances you bring of other Aniverſal 
Affirmations, which muſt be underſtood 
in a limited Senſe, have not the leaſt 
ſimilitude with the Text you are con- 
ſidering. If the Gibeonites univerſal 
Declaration to David, that for them 
he ſhould not fill any Man in Iſrael, 
muſt needs indeed be underſtood in a 
limited Senſe, becauſe they themſelves 


expreſly limited it by demanding ſeven 


of Saxl's Poſterity to be delivered to 
them to be put to Death: If Ahab's 
ſending to all Nations and Kingdoms 
to ſearch for Elijah, muſt indeed of ne- 
ceſſity, in the Nature of the thing it 
felf, be underſtood only of thoſe that 
bordered upon him: If St Pauls univer- 


74 Declaration, that he baptized none 


of the Corinthians, mult indeed be un- 
derſtood with an exception; becauſe he 


himſelf 
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to your purpoſe ; For in your 
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himſelf in the very next Words adds 
an exception exprelly : Is it juſt to infer 
from theſe Inſtances, that our Saviour's 
univerſal Affirmation in this place, con 
cerning the Reſurrection, may likewiſe 
be underſtood in a limited Senſe, tho 
neither in the Nature of the thing it 
ſelf, nor from the Context, there be 
any the leaſt Ground for ſuch limitati- 
on? nay though on the contrary, all 
the parallel Texts, which are very ma- 
ny, be likewiſe univerſal 2 It is a won- 
derful thing, to ſee in what manner 
Learned Men can argue, when Pre- 
judices prevail over their Judgment. 


Your 7th Section, to ordinary un- 
derſtandings, ſeems to be mere Con- 
fuſion. You ſuppoſe Man to confiſt of 
three diſtin& parts, Body, Soul and 
Spirit But they who made this di- 
ſtinction, ſuppoſed theſe three parts to 
be in 2 Men by Nature; which will 
not ſerve our purpoſe. Tor bring in 
Plato diſtinguiſhing Mind | Nis | from 


[43] Soul, and making the one mor- 
tal, the other immortal: But this like- 


wiſe, being ſpoken concerning the na- 
tural formation of all Men, is nothing 


theſis, 
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theſis, you make the whole Man by na- 
ture Mortal. Toz mention Plato here 
(pag. 22 & 24, _) and again pag. 59 
& 96, and Præmon. pag. 21, as fa- 
vouring your own Notions : Ard yet 
in other places, (as pag. 33, 60 & 
66,) you inconſiſtently ſpeak of him 
as juſtly blamed for holding the con- 
trary Opinion, for aſſerting Our Do@&- 
rine of the Souls natural Immortality, 
pag. 33. Don affirm (pag. 23,) that 
there is no real difference between the 
Platonical Notions and thoſe of the 
new Teſtament, only that That which 
the Platoniſts call Mind | Nz;,Jand make 
it Immortal, the Sacred Writers call 
1 Spirit, as being the Divine 
Breathing, Gen. 2, 7 + Here you open- 
ly contradict your ſelf, making the 
immortal | -v5us Spirit, common to 
all Men by their original formation, and 
_ confounding it with what you elſe- | 
where ſo * often, in alluſion to that + , 
very Text, diſtinguiſh by the namezae. 21 & 
[ava] Breath, and make it mortal. 25; 4 | 
Tou bring in Philo diſtinguiſhing the cu _ 
immortal Soul from the ſenſible formed ee Pag. | 
1 Man, as you darkly expreſs it; But 1s.” 
even this alſo is directly againſt you: 
For Philo, oppoſing the immortal Mind 


ct 
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of Man, that is, the rational Soul, both 
to the Body and to the ſenſitive Soul. 
ſtill ſpeaks of them all as original and 
natural Parts of the Man ; And there- 
fore when you apply to your Hypo- 
theſis of an adſcititions Spirit, what 
he ſays concerning this | 7ri7ua 98 ] | 
Divine Spirit or Soul infuſed into Man gh 
by Gods breathing, Gen. 2, 7; you 
again directly contradi& your ſelf, by i 
confounding the Spirit | 7:55ua } which F 
you ſuppoſe immortal, with the [ 
Breath or Soul which you make to be 
mortal. Lo cite (pag. 26) the words 
of Aratus, 173 & yw& ie, As appro- 
ved by St Paul, Acts 17, 28: But 
if thoſe words prove any thing, they 
prove directly againſt you: For 57 
247, if it ſignifies any thing, ſignifies FN 
Off-ſpring of God in that Senſe which 
you oppoſe, (page 66.) And though | | 
you are pleaſed to underſtand them 
(bag. 66, only of Thoſe that are im- 
mortalized by receiving or rejecting 
the Goſpel, yet St Paul on the con- 
trary as plainly applies them to all 
that dwell on the Face of the Earth, as 
it could be expreſſed in words. \ 
In the ſame Section, (pag. 22,_) you 
call it a precarious Fancy, to make every 


Canſe 
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Cauſe of Motion diſtin from Matter, to 
be properly what we call a Spirit, Inde- 


pendent on Matter, and Immortal : 


Here you ſeem to ſuppoſe the Soul of 
Man, to be ſomething diſiin# from 
Matter; yet not a Spirit, nor Inde- 


pendent on Matter, leaſt from thence 


it ſhould follow that it was naturally 
immortal. In your Præmonition, pag. 
25, you make the Soul, as being a 
mere Flatus, to have a more precarious 
ſubſiſtence even than mere Matter it- 
ſelf, ſaying that it is unable to continue 
ite own Duration by the Powers given it 
at its firſt Production, and the continuance 
of thoſe general Influences which are re- 


quiſite for the ſupport of Created Beings 


in general Yet in the ſame page (as I 
obſerved before) you ſay that Souls 
do not ſo depend on any other Created Be- 
ing, but that they may ſiill continue in 
their Duration, whatſoever other created 


Influences be withdrawn from them, if 
God be pleaſed ſtill to continue that or- 
dinary Providence which is eſſentially 


neceſſary for their continuance : This is 
making them properly Immortal. In 
the Diſcourſe itſelf, pag. 51, you ſup- 
poſe again that the Soul zi depend on 


Matter, as to its Being and Preſervation , 


though 
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though it be not a Modification of Mat- 
ter, but diſtin& from it. Here you ex- 
preſs your ſelf, as if you thought it a 
Subſtantial Form, a contradictory Chi- 
mæra, which aroſe merely from the 
miſconſtruction of a Greek Word in 
Ariſtotle, ſignifying indifferently either 
Subſtantial or Eſſential : And again, pag. 
91, youſuppoſe in like manner, that the 
Soul is ſomething diſtin# both from Spi- 
rit, and alſo from Matter and Motion; 
that is to ſay, a Material Form; an 
aFive Subſtantial Principle, diſtinòt from 
Matter, yet depending on Matter, in 
| eſſe, in fieri, in 8 _ which 
TH muſt accordinely be difſolved on the di ſſo- 

ro of 3s 1 which it 45 
pends. In pag. 220, you ſuppoſe, on 
the other hand, the Two Souls (as you 
call them) to be not only diſtin, but 

alſo ſeparable: And pag. 218, you 

i ſeem to incline to the Notion of - || 
[  thofe Philoſophers, who owned the 

avon to be material like the ſteams of 
odoriferous Bodies; Which Conſideration 

alone, you ſay, is ſufficient to cut it off 
from any pretenſions to any proper natural 

Immortality. Is not all this, the grea- 

| teſt Extravagancy and Confufion that 
| can} be? Did not the World know | 
ks you 


ETD Taos. 
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you to be a ſerious Perſon, theſe 
things would look much more like 
the Raillery of an Unbeliever , 
than the Reaſonings of one that in 
earneſt intended to eſtabliſh any conſi- 
ſtent Notion. In reality, That the 
Soul cannot poſſibly be Material, is 
evident not only from the confidera- 
tion of its noble Faculties, Capacik 
ties atid Improvements, its large Com- 
prehenſſon and Memory, its ſudgment, 
Power of Reaſoning, and moral Fa- 
culties; which Arguments have heen 
urged with unanſwerable Strength by 
the wiſeſt and moſt conſiderate Men in 
all Ages, from the times of Sorrates 
and Plato to this very Day; but the 


ſame thing is moreover demonſtrable. 


from the ſingle conſideration, even of 
bare Senſe or Conſciouſneſs it ſelf. For 
Matter being a diviſible Subſtance, con- 
fiſting always of ſeparable, nay of actu- 
ally ſeparate and diſtinct parts. tis plain, 
that unleſs it were eſſentially Conſcious, 
in which caſe every particle of Matter 
muſt conſiſt of innumerable ſeparate 
and diſtinct Conſciouſneſſes, no Sy- 
ſtem of it in any poſſible Compoſition 
or Diviſion, can be an Individual Con- 
ſcious Being : For, ſappoſe three or 

| D ö three 
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three hundred Particles of Matter, at a 


Mile or any given diſtance one from 
another; is it poſſible that all thoſe 
ſeparate parts ſhould in that State be | 
one individual Conſcious Being ? Sup- | 
poſe then all theſe Particles brought to- 
gether into one Syſtem, ſo as to touch 
one another; will they thereby, or bj 
any Motion or Corapoſition whatſoever, 

become any whit leſs truly diſtin& Be- 
ings, than they were when at the great- 


eſt diſtance ? How then can their being 


diſpoſed in any poſſible Syſtem, make | 


them one individual conſcious Being ? 


It you will ſuppoſe God by his infinite 
Power ſuperadding Conſciouſneſs to 
the united Particles, yet ſtill thoſe 
Particles, being really and neceſſarily as 
diſtin& Beings as ever, cannot be them- 
ſelves the Subject in which that indivi- 


_ dual Conſciouſneſs inheres, but the 


Conſciouſneſs can only be ſuperadded 
by the addition of Something, which 


in all the Particles muſt (till it (elf be | 


but one individual Being. The Soul 
therefore, whoſe Power of Thinking is 
undeniably one Individual Conſciouſ- 
neſs, cannot poſſibly be a Material Sub- 


ſtance. And if it be neither Matter nor 


any Modification of Matter, then (tho you 
are 
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are pleaſed to Þ affirm ſomewhat raſh- T Page 51, 
ly, and without offering any reaſon for 


| your affirmation, that ſuch Reaſoning ir 


| far from being Self-evident,yet ) it is really 
as notoriouſly Self-evidentas any thing 
in Nature, that it cannot poſſubly depend 
| upon Matter, as to its Being and Pre- 
ſervation. For it even one particle of 
| Matter cannot poſſrbly depend upon ano- 
ther, as to its Being and Preſervation, 
(which I believe you will confeſs to 
_ Þ beSelt-evident.) becauſe they are each 
of them diſtin& Beings ; muſt it not 
be even yet leſs poſſible, for a Being 
which is neither Matter itſelf, nor a 
Modification of Matter, but entirely 
| diſtin from Matter, (pag. 51 ;) to de- 
pend on Matter as to its Being and Pre- 
ſervation ? 
| | 
| It is not indeed of any great moment 
in the preſent diſpute; but it ſeems to 
| fhow in general ſomething of haſt and 
inconſiſtency in your Notions ; what 
you affirm concerning the Giants, Sec. 
8. who, you ſay, deſcended from the 
Sons of Seth and the Daughters of Cain; 
„and yet in the very ſame Paragraph 
you call them the Of-ſpring of the Fallen 
Angels ; and, upon their account, make 
e 


two 
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two diefections of Angels, one before 
the Fall of Adam, the other before 
the Flood. | 


You proceed (Sect. 9. to the Authc- 
rity of the Fathers. Juſtin Martyr, | 
whom you begin with, ſays indeed ex- | 
preſly, that the Soul ought not proper- | 
ly to be called Immortal : But this he 
ſays, not, as you repreſent him, in 
oppoſition to our Doctrine, nor yet in 
oppoſition to Plato, but in oppoſition 
to the nn 5 5 7 
3 T pretended Platoniſts, 
1 2 who taught ſuch an In- 
vn JN A 18. mortality 48 implied Ae 
N "Ts ata Bb oh. ceſſity of exiſtence. For, the 
reaſon he gives why Souls 
ought not to be called [mmmortal, is be- 
| cauſe * they had a beginning, | 
* 'Avaryun N rig Jug and depend continually upon 
1 a for the Preſervation 
of their Being. In which 
ſenſe, neither are Angels Immortal; 
but * God only. All that 
Y he ſays therefore, does | 
not in the leaſt imply, but | 


＋ Mivog 38 &ytrrar © 


that the Soul may be ſuch a ſub⸗ 
ſtance, as is able to continue its 
own Duration for ever, by the 
5 Powers 


V 


* . 


* 


cd © 


E 
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Powers given it at its firſt Pro- 
duction, and the continuance of thoſe 


general Influences which are requiſite 


for the ſupport of Created Beings 
in general; Which is all that we mean 
by natural Immortality. Nay, that he 
did actually think the Soul to be in this 


ſenſe Immortal, may juſtly be gathered 


from thoſe very words which you 
your ſelf cite from him: oe aur 
wiv U edepris &, What Plato thonght 
concerning the World, that it muſt needs 
indeed be in its Nature capable of being 
deſtroyed and brought to an End, becauſe 


it had a beginning ; yet that God would 


never actually deſtroy it. The ſame may 


be thought concerning the Soul, and con- 
cerning all things that are or can be, 
excepting only God himpelf, ( 5s Te 

iC agavsdi vai I that they are capable of being | 


defiroyed : Which laſt words ſeem clear- 
ly to explain what he means by the 
word Lodge! corruptible, which he ap- 
plies not only to the Soul of Man, but 
alſo to all Created Beings whatſoever; 


namely, not to ſignify any Tendency 


to Corruption in the Nature of the 


thing itſelf, but only a Dependence 


upon the Will of God, in oppoſition 
to Self. exiſtence. He does indeed 
3 ſay 5 
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ſay, that the Souls of the Damned 
ſhall continue to exiſt: as long as God 
thinks fit; and implies as if he thought 
they ſhould finally be deſtroyed, after 
very long Puniſhment : But this, not 

by a natural Mortality, but by the Will | 
of God, who is as able to deftroy if 
he thinks fit, as to create : Which 
Opinion, if there was any ground for 
it, would yet ſignify nothing at all to 
your purpoſe. — 


Tatians Opinion, if it was of any 
Authority, would prove too much for 
you. For he fancied that the Soul was 
diſſolved with the Body, and roſe 
again with it at the Reſurrection. This 
part you pleaſantly call his Humane 
Reaſoning, (SeF.1oz) as if you thought 
all the reſt of what he ſays in the very 
ſame ſentence, was immediately Divine. 
Vet even He alſo is expresſſy againſt you. 
For as he makes 40 Souls to die with the 
Body, fo he makes them 40 to riſe a- 
gain with it alſo ; leaving none of them 
in their natural Mortality; but raiſing 
them all, either to eternal Happineſs, 
OT [ My roy Id He. o&# & dupa ci ꝶ NHD 
to Immortal Puniſnment. 


Irenews 
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Irenæus is ſo very full and expreſs 
againſt you, and your perverting of his 
words ſo very groſs, that with the 
ſame liberty any perſon might eaſily 
make any Author ſeem to countenance 
any Hereſy or abſurd Opinion whatſo- 

ever, even from the very words them 
| ſelves, wherein he with all poſſible 
dlearneſs expreſſes himſelf againſt it. 
The paſſages which you your ſelf cite, 
are as clear and plain as can be deſired. 
He in expreſs words (as you your ſelf 
cite them,) declares the Soul to 
* be immortal in its own e 
nature, and affirms that it * _ ſunt natura im- 


. morcaha ; quibus a ſua na- 
does F not die. To evade qua adeſi vie. lib. 5. c. 


this, yon ſuppoſe he 4 f ibid. c. 7. 
means only, that the Soul 

does not die in the ſame Manner that 

the Body does, namely by ceaſing to 
breathe; A more ſurprizing evaſion 

could not poſſibly have been invented: 

His words, which the Reader would 
expect you ſhould have tranſcribed at 
length, are theſe ; that T tis the Body + hac 


IND [caro] C- 
nim eſt, quæ morietur & (olvitur ; ſed non Anima, neg; Spi- 


ritus. Mori enim, eſt vitalem amittere habilitatem, & fine Spira- 
mine in poſterum, & inanimalem & immobilem fieri, & deperire 
in illa, ex quibus & initium ſubſtantiæ habuir. Hoc autem neg; 
Animæ evenit; flatus eſt enim vitæ: neq; Spiritui; incompoſitui 
eſt enim & ſimplex Spiritus, qui reſolvi non poteſt. lib. 3, 5 7. 


4 only 
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only that dies, not the Soul 5 For, to die, 

3s fo loſe the Powers PF Life; Breath, 

Senſe and Motion ; an of ſeparated 

into its firſt Principles of Compoſition : 

which 1 G0, the 3 Ss the 

Spirit which is a ſimple and uncompounded 

and indiſſolvible ſubſtance, cannot be Is 

not the word [ Spiramen | Breath, in this 
ſentence, an excellent ground for your 
diſtinction; that Irenæus by denying 

that the Soul dies, does not mean to 

deny that it dies, but only to deny 

that it dies in the ſame Manner the Body 

does, viz. by ceaſing or pt ? Again, 
e Heexpredily athrms, that 7 
* n 2 the Sout and Spirit 1s not 
as = Om » — - By on 3 ” 
eee e means only, that the 
6 Soul does not aFally die 
When the Body dies; But, being 
aſhamed of this Interpretation , you 
add immediately, that he means 
alſo further, that the Soul 7 it, 
amn Nature, does not conſiſt of contrary 
Principles, tending to a Diſſolution by its 
own Nature, as the Body does : This is 
expresſly giving up the whole Queſt- 
ion ; and directly contrary to what 
you add preſently after, that Death is 
natural to the Soul, on account of its 2 
Fura. 
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tural conflitution. It is here further to 

be obſerved alſo, that theſe laſt words 

which you your ſelf cite out of Irenæ- 

4s, that the Soul and Spirit is not Mor- 

tal, [ #7: n Jux br 76 TV pe, | are di- 

realy contradictory to the Notion you 
advance, pag. 3, concerning [| 95ua 
umn ] the natural Bodys being there- 

fore oppoſed to [Ch. 1 1 Cor. 

Ys, 44, becauſe it has only a Mortal 
Principle [4] in it; and alſo direct- 

ly contradictory to what you inſinuate 

pag. 41, concerning Irexexsys under- 
ſtanding [r, Cn] the Breath of Life, 

Gen. 2, 7, to be, what Lon all along 

would diſtinguiſh it to be, a Mortal 
principle: Which he is indeed ſo far 

from doing, that, on the contrary, he, 

in that very Chapter from whence you 

have taken moſt of your Citations, de- 

clares [v3] the Soul, not to be mortal, 

tor * ae very reaſon be: 8 
cauſe it is Le d.] the „ 
Breath of Life, Gen. 2, 7, mz? Sed incorruptibiles 
Notwithſtanding that he —_ "—_ 
does indeed, at the ſame porum. Inſufflavit enim 
time, contradiſtingutſh it. in faciem hominis Deus 


1 ; ? flatumvite (Gen. 2, 7,) & 
factus eſt in animam viventem; Flatus autem vite, incorpo- 


rahs eſt. Sed ne mortalem quidem poſfunt dicere hominem ip- 
ſum flatum vita exiſtentem. Et propter hoc David ait; Et anima mea 
illi viyet; tanquam immortali ſubſtantia una ejus exiſtente. lib. 3, c. 7. 


as 
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as St Paul, does from avetwe H 3 The 
rue ue (205 being plainly with him, as 
it is with St Paul, that divine Power 
which Spiritualizes and Immortalizes, 
not the Soul, but the Body at the Re- 
ſurrection. 

Irenæus does indeed, with other An- 
tient Writers, allow, that whatever 
is 2 or had a beginning, muſt be 
dagen, that is, aS Juſtin Martyr ex- 
preſſes it „ oO 78 VeagarnaSivn , CaPpae 


ble of being deſtroyed, But this is 


only meant (as the Antitheſis of the 
words [ ywmnry ] and [Lesser] evidently 
ſhows) of the Nature of the Soul as op- 


poſed, together with that of Angels and 


of all other the higheſt Created Beings 
whatſoever, to That Immortality which 
ariſes from Neceſſity of Exiſtence, which 
mult needs be peculiar to God alone - 
Which is nothing to Your purpoſe. 


I cannot ſee how you collect any 


thing at all from Athenagoras, (SeF. 


12.) He does indeed diſtinguiſh Ni, 
from qu according to the old Philo- 
ſophy; but he does not found any 
thing upon that diſtinction, which is 
in the leaſt to jour purpoſe. He nei- 
ther affirms the Soul to be mortal, nor 
makes 
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Makes any donbt but the Bodies of all 
Men ſhall riſe again unto Judgment. 
All you pretend to gather from him, 
is, that the Soul is not itſelf ſufficient 
to immortalize the Body : But to this 
you have your ſelf given a full An- 
ſwer, that No body ever thought it 
was. 


The words you cite from Theophilns 
Antiochenus, (Sed. 13, relate wholly 
to the Queſtion concerning the ſtate of 
Adam in Paradiſe, whether he was 
Created Mortal or Immortal in h. 
State Nothing therefore can be ga- 
thered from thence, concerning the Na- 
ture of a ſeparate Soul. Theophilns de- 
termines, hat He was either Mortal nor 
Immortal * originally by ,__ MT 
his Creation; that is, (as on. e 2 in | 

you your ſelf explain it, chis 8 To 
pag. 46,) God neither de. de Se ground. For | 
ſignd for him Corporal Tino, Y not . I 
Death, nor Corporal Immor- f At, but C 76:0, % 
e er,] J dare not aſſert 
tality ; but he was Ca pa- That neither, for my part; 
ble of being either, accor- anſwering ro (de mm 


x ea] in the pieceeding 
ding as he ſhould behave line; As any one that pica- 


himſelf : But whether 4- ſes to compare your Bock, 

dam before his Fall was 2 obſerve. 

in that Senſe naturally imortal, or 
naturally 
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naturally ortal; what 1s this to the 
Soul? which, ſuppoſing Adam never ſo 


mortal, you your ſelf acknowledge 


does not periſh by that mortality which 
denominates a Man Mortal, that is, the 
Diflolution of the Body. 

His faying that from That Text, 
Gen. 2, 7, moſt. Men | x15; | (tiled the 
Soul immortal does not imply (as 
you imagine) that Theophilus himfelf 
thought it »-ortal ;, but it implies ſome 
doubt concerning the proper uſe of the 
word a4 e-, which (as has been 


before noted) ſeemed to many of the 


Antients to imply as much as «e 
Neeeſſarily-exiſting, (in the Senſe that 
St Paul ſays of God, 1 Tim. 6, 16, 
à Mes ty wy & Javadiay, that He only hath 
Immortality ;) or at leaſt to fignify an 
zndefeFible State of Virtue and Happi- 
neſs: And therefore it is, that he ſays 
concerning Adam, E. adανH⁊m au on 
ag iremrixs, Irdy a intminns? If Ad am 


had been made originally immortal, he 


bad been made 4 God, 
It is alſo further to be obſerved from 


this paſſage of Theophilus, that the 


Text you ſo frequently allude to, Ger. 
1 Was m ToIS Neon by 710 (t of the 
Antients, underſtood in a Senſe di- 
rectly 
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rectly contrary to your Notion of the 
ro ſignifying in that place a Mortal 
Principle. And it is with very extra- 
ordinary difficulty, that you here la- 
bour to ſuppoſe, that Ce] thoſe oſt 
Men whom Theophilus affirms to have col- 
lected the Immortality of the Soul from 
this Text of Scripture, were not Chri- 
ſtiant, but either Jewiſh Phariſees or 
Heather Philoſophers : Which Suppofi- 
tion, of Heathen Philoſophers proving 
the Immortality of the Soul from a Text 
of Scripture ; and that a Chriſtian 
Writer ſpeaking of moſt Mens Senſe 
concerning a Text of Scripture, ſhould 
thereby mean the Senſe of Heathen 
Philoſophers ; This, I ſay, with all, 
that follows in that Section, is fo ex 
tremely abſurd, as to need no Con - 
futation. 


Tertullian does indeed ſuppoſe th e 


Soul to be Material; From whence it 
muſt alſo neceſſarily be confeſſed tv 
follow, that it would be naturally Mo: + 
tal; and no one can (as you ſay, Sec F. 
I4,) believe ſuch a Soul as he ſuppoſe s, 
to be independent on Matter in its on 
Nature. All this is very true; a 1d 
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* Alii immortalem ne- 
zant Animam. cap. 5. 
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your purpoſe. For though the natural 
Mortality of the Soul is indeed a ne- 
ceſſary Conſequence of Tertullian's Do- 
ctrine; yet, ſince Tertullian did not 
ſee not own that Conſequence ; and, 
if he had ſeen the Conſequence, would 
have diſowned the Doctrine; his Au- 
thority (which is what you would make 
uſe of) is not for you, though the Con- 
ſequence of his Doctrine be: And there- 
fore you are guilty of a very mani- 
feſt Fallacy, when you fay (pag. 55.) 
that the Church had not declared againff 
this Doctrine of Tertullian, which ſuppo- 
ſed the Souls natural Mortality: For his 
Doctrine did not hen ſuppoſe it, tho 
our Philoſophy ſhows it to be indeed a 
Conſequence. He fays expresſly in 


many places of his Book de Anima, 
that the Soul 7s [mortal He reckons 


this among thoſe Opinions of the Phi- 
Toſophers which gave occaſion to Here- 
ſies, that * ſome of them 
denied the Immortality of 


f Czrerum animam ſub- the Soul: He denied F 


| frantia creſcere negandum 
ſt, ne eti am decreſcere 


that the Soul grew or in- 


geen” d icatur, Arg, ita creaſed in ſubſtance, not- 
E defectum credarur. cap. withſtanding he thought 


it Material; leaſt it ſhould 


follow from thence, that it was capable like- 


wiſe 
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wiſe of periſhing : He ſtrong- 
| Bo /owk 3 the Opinion of e e mile. 
thoſe who thought the anima defiderare videatur 
Soul received Nouriſhment ; - 8 = 
leaſt from thence likewiſe it quæ cibis 1 


ſhould follow that it was li- 3 eis evigeſcar, poſ= |} 
a ſubtractis intercidat. 
able to periſh: He expresſly cap. 38. e 
affirms, + that ell Man- I keſtituetur ome huma- | 
kind, without exeption, immenfam Pk nag | 
ſhall riſe again to eternal petuitatem. Id. in Apologe. 
Happineſs or Puniſhment : 
And many other ſuch Paſſages are to 
be found in his Works. You ſeem to 
be aware of this, when you ſay, that 
Tertullian does indeed own the actual Im- 
mortality of the Soul: But then, what 
you inſinuate in your next Words, [E- 
ſpecially of all who were, upon that ac- 
count, obliged to come over as Proſelytes 
upon the Publication of the Goſpel, ] is 
extremely unfair; ſince Tertulliarn's 
Words, being every where as univerſal 
as can be, are directly contrary to what 
you would infinuate by the Word 
Eſpecially. q 
And here upon occaſion of the Paſ- 
ſages you cite out of Tertullian, con- 
cerning the Propagation of the Soul ex 
traduce, and its having a Humane Shape 
and Difference of Sex ; I cannot forbear 


pro- 
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propoſing it to your more calm and ſeri- 


ious conſideration, whether your man- 


ner of citing the Fathers, by picking out 


_ chiefly ſuch Sentences, wherein for want 


of Philoſophy they were evidently mi- 
ſtaken, and which can only be of 
diſſervice to Religion, and tend to con- 


firm profane Men in their Mockety and 


Contempt; is not a very ill repreſenta- 


tion of thoſe Writers, and a very ill 
manner of ſhowing your regard to 
them. I believe, ſhould any other 

Perſon do the like upon any other Phi- 
loſophical Subject, you would imme- 
diately look upon him as doing it witn 
an ill deſign, and deſerving a very ſe- 
vere Cenſure. 5 


What you ſay (Seck. 16.) concerning 
Tertullian's deriving the Humane Soul 
from the Flatus Vite mention d Gen 2, 
7; proves, not that he thought the 
Soul Mortal, becauſe you groundleſly 
interpret that Text ſo ; but that he 
underſtood that Text contrary to what 
you have done, becauſe he clearly de- 
clares the Soul derived thence to be 
Immortal: As I have before ſhown 
particularly concerning Irenæus. And 
what you offer in the reſt of that Pa- 


ragraph, 
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 ragraph, concerning proper Immortality 
belonging only to God, is all entirely 
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againſt your ſelf, and not in the leaſt 


againſt our Notion 3 as has likewiſe 
been proved before. 'Y 


The words you cite out of Sr Cyprian, 
(Cet. 18) are evidently nothing to your 
 pitrpoſe ; being ſpoken only concern- 
ing regeneration or the new birth in the 
eroral Senſe, without any the leaſt hint 
of any natural mortality of the Souls of 
thoſe who are ot regenerated. Arnobi- 
1, you vour ſelf acknowledge to have 
his Paradoxes on this Subject; that he 
was but a Catechnmen, when he wrote his 
book ;, and was not truly inſtructed in the 
Chriſtian Doctrine. But, you ſay, he is 
more to be regarded, when he ſpeaks con- 
formably to the Senſe of other Catholick 
Doctors of that early Age, that is, when 
you think' he ſays any thing agreeable 
to that Notion which you not. truly at- 
tribute to the Fathers. And yet even 

Hie, does not ſay any thing really a- 
greeable to that Notion. For though 
he does indeed blame the boldneſs 
of certain Platoniſts for ſuppoſing the 
Soul to be * neceſſarily Immortal, to 


mortalis a vobis & Deus eſſe narratur, &c. lib. 2. 


E have 


* Animus, 
qui im- 


| 
| 


+ Medietas ergo quæ- . 
dam, & + ak: a mortal, nor immortal, 
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have come from Heaven, and to return 
thither again of courſe at the diſſoluti- 


on of the body; running out with 

mueh oratorical Liberty upon the weak- 
neſs of thoſe Mens Arguments for the 
Immortality of the Soul; and does Him- 
felf contend that the Soul is of a 

middle Nature, neither 


biguaq; natura, Ge. lib, but capable of either con- 
dition according to its be- 
haviour; yet all this he does purely 
upon That Argument, that whatever 
had a beginning, muſt alſo neceſſa- 
rily be capable of being deſtroyed; 
and that whatever is paſſible, muſt needs 
in its Nature be liable to periſh ; and 
accordingly therefore applies it to An- 
gels F and all other Crea- 


+ Omnes omnino, Dii ; . 
Angeli, Dæmones, aut no- ted Beings whatſoever In 


mine quocunq; ſunt alio, the very ſame Senſe as he 
qualitatis & ipſi ſunt me- does to Men: Which is 


diæ, & ambiguæ ſortis con- 


ditione mutabiles. lib. 2. not the Notion of Mortali- 


ty Tow are contending for. 
And when he ſuppoſes the Souls of the 
Wicked to periſh finally, (which you 
imagine to be for your purpoſe 3) he 
_ underſtands it of al the damned, as 
well thoſe that had heard the Goſpel, , 
as thoſe that had not; and thoſe that 


bad 


V 


not conceiving 
ed by the Power of God inflicting ſuch 


ang die by 2 2 weterel mortality. 


poo of Plato, .wh 
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had received. the Spirit, as thoſe that had 
them 4 to he deſtroy- 


ment upon them, and not t that 


a 18 throus ghout his had: 


Work as full and . — againſt you, | 
as any Author that ever wrote either 


before or ſincęe. So that your per- 
verting his words to fayour your Noti- 
on, is really, what upon ſecond thoughts 
von yourſelf will hardly exeuſe. | all 
Eſt aw. briefly, how clearly he aſſerts 
the natural Immortality of the Soul, 
and then confider.in how very extraor- 
dinary à manner you miſr2preſent him. 
He approves:* that No- 


* Licet verum de anim 
ich you | immortalitate ſentiret, 


+ ſo oftęn candemm, con- 4b. 7. $8. 
cerning the natural Im- That 38, . N 


mortality Of the Soul; He declates, | 


. eK t M. E 4 1 
that. the. 12. = 1 5 # Apparck, apinem non 
N 1. Ded, ON, isterire, neg; dailelv;, fed 
endures Er eee He. 8 manere in Sempiternum. 


very large and particular word 7. 89. 


in gi confuting all Lacretim's Argw f fb 7, 
ments againſt, 58 FE Immortali- 
ty. of the $ Soul: athrms,, * that 1 terra fu” 


it, in Terram -refolvieay: quod ex cæleſti Spiritu, id conſtãt ac 
v? hay Semper! quaniam diwinud Spiritus ſempiternuseſt. jb, 5, 5 12. 


371 E 2 5: al 


pænam, ſecundam mortem 
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at Death the” Body returnsto the Earth; 
bu That part f ourſelves, which God 
breathed 70 us, endures ind lives for 
+ Regis ina. aa ever ; And again; that . 
gilis non eſt, in æternum rhe Soul is not corruptible, 
maner ; quoniam _ e- but indures for ever; be- 
jus rerna elt. ibid. -canſe it proceeded from an 
| eternal. Ori inal And * concludes ; 
EET % T think, ſaith he, [have 

* 
ani Ps ſuf ciently oy oved the Soul 
K 7 3. it not 4 olvible, He ex- 
preſſes himſelf in the very 
ſame manner concerning the natural 
duration of wicked Souls, as of good 
ones. Dhe Effet of that Death, ſaith 
. 22 * 74 which wicked Souls 

Cujus [mortis] non a. 

vis eſt, ut injuſtas animas - are ſubj ect Fo; is not the 
extinguat omnino, . ſed ut - ext3rgurſhifre © of them, but 
Fan ir 2wernam, ram fie ban beg them eternal- 
nominamus, que eſt & ip- Iy : This Puriſhnrent we call 


ſa perpetua, ſicut & im- 
mortalitas. Mors Secun- the ſecond Death which 


da, eſt zrerni doloris pef- i, itſelf alſo peipetnal, as 
res, dere man ley Happineſs is The 
Pei daninario. lib.2.% 12. Ferond Death, ' 3s the 7 72 

ing. eternel Torwent the 


1 Scut Fin of Soul, 10 eternal PA- 
Vita Ani- 7 miſlment ; - ecording-- to-- their deſerts. 
me ſempi- Again: As !th Life of the Sout, ſaith f 


nee 
| in dis no& ineloquibiles immortalſtatis fuæ fructus capit; 


5 5 A 
— 


Ita. _ eius perperua fir neceſſe eſt, in qua perennes peas & in. 
figita Wren. pro genen fuis. Vaders. % 510 


he, 


* 


7 2 


again; in Anſwer to that Objection, 
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he, is eternal, in which it injoys ditdine 
and unſpeakable Happineſs ; ſo its Death 
alſo muſt needs be eternal, tr which it 
endures everlaſting pumiſhment and end- 

5 „ fo. its Sins, And again: 
, CS 
not. deſtroy and extinguiſh a Pe ac. deler, fed 
tbe Soul, hut fubjets it tu terug afficit -cruciaribus. 
eternal \ Torments N And 7, $ 12. 92 
that all this miglit not poſſibly he. un- 
derſtood either of you. wemdrtalening 
Sirit, or of the were Will and Plea- 
fore of God, ſuſtaining tlie SU, An.. 
cauſing. it ta endure beyond the orig: 
nal capacity of its on nature; he adde 
expresſly in the wery next words, (28 
if he had foreſeen and deſigned to pre- 
vent your Hypotheſis,) that theireafon 
why the Soub is ſubject to ſuth endleſs 
Puniſhments, is becauſe it was created 
originally immortal, and: therefore 
es die: For | the Soul, ſays 
"he, cannot utterly periſh 1 
ere becauſe lh in f n 
has its Original from the im en Dei Spiricu, qui et 
Spirit of God he means it . Geir 
that which you'call- tze 
rod, Gen. 2, 7,] which is eternal! And 


- > 
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Si eſt nne * how that whirb i immor- 
ma, quomodo patibilis in- — go * 
ducitar & — femiens? Lk al, cas be capable fuf- 
1 Dow wears bl an Fring; he has 1 

1 a Q: 3 en 1 

mas, u, ff e markable words: Mes 
Deo ſunt, tamen cruciabi- | ow 4% 
les fiant per corporis maeu- they bes not capable of beig 
lam, que peccatis inuſts #fferly exctimeniſhed, becanſe 
— doloris attribuin. they are of Divine Oriei- 
— | nal ʒ yet by being inmeiſed 
in Senſe, and depraved by Sin, vhey be- 
come liable ro Miſery and Torment.” And 
+ Quid ergo atem, i ain : © Wed mund oe 
* ortales animz, 7 7 ſaith he, 57 Souls, EY 
ramen patibiles. ſint Deo? withſtanding that they are 
*. dieumortal, ave get capable 
having puniſhment. inflicted ub Ihen 

76 of e up a 


(God 2 the dt, LL PO OTOLT. +:1 

Moſt of theſe Pa —_— Ke as 
remarkably full and dlear againſt you; 
as if the Author had written on pur- 
poſe to oppoſe your Hypathefis. you in- 
excuſably paſs over without notice. And 
from theſe Paſſages any one may eaſily 
obſerve, how very grofly, E had almoſt 
ſaid beyond Example, you. miſrepreſent 
thoſe other places which you do eit 
from him. The Paſſages ' which you 
cite, pag. 70, wherein Latantins af- 


firms Irmortality, ' not to be the: neceſ- 
ſary Condition of pus Nature, but the 
p Reward 


1 
Q. A 


the anſpeakeble and eternal gelte 
Happineſs 
. when he ſays * #hers would dhe u > 


8 


* 
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Reward. of our NVirtue; are attplainly 
meant not of Perpetuity of Duration, 
(which he every where affirms to belong 
neceſſarily to our Nature,) but of the e- 
ternal indefectible Happineſsof Heaven; 
which this Author always means by the 
Word Immortality, as alone deſervin 
that glorious Title; notwithſtanding chat 
at the ſame time he expresſly and con- 


55 


ſtantly affirms the oppoſite State to be 


of equal duration: De perpetuity. Thus 


when, ſpeaking of that ſecond Death, 
which he. ſays * does not 


extinguiſh 


on ea vis eſt, 


* 
wicked Souls, but ut — amihas extinguat 
ſmbjeFs them to df omnino, fed ut puniat in 


æternum. Eam pænam, ſe- 
atiſery, 7 he ſa 78, that That cundath mortem nom ina- 


likewiſe is of perpetual Du- mus; quz eff & ipſa fer 


ration, as Inemirtality al- tk 2 15 & mmi, 
ſo is ; tis evident that b' ß 


Imarortality he means to expreſs, not 


Duration, "but Happineſs : And in the 
place which you cite to prove that he 


did not think. Immortality natural to 
Men, he in expreſs words declares that 


by Tremor 7 ality he means f 4$ Ne I whirtaliiafem * 


. 
of Heaven : And lier, fea 4 . afar 


æternaæ 
bile praæmlum 


Mu. difficulrare Ec. 
Nam 8 um & injuſkum omni 
bond nets, E . 

E 4 be 
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be no difference betwixt juſt and unjuſt, no 
ſuch thing as Reward and Puniſhment if all 
Men were born Immortal ; tis very evi- 
dent from the Thread of his Diſcourſe, 
that he mans, if Men were born origi- 
nally, and without undergoing any 
_ ROY nn. Tryal, into ſuch a State, as 
ritibus ſuis immortalibus * the Good Angels are NOW . 
— og 1 in, and the Saints {hall 
onus Immortelitos Pan. be in after the Reſurrecti- 
malorum periculo ac metu On, namely a State of In- 
conſtar, ce. ibid. defectible Virtue and Hap- 
ineſs ; then the Nature of Rewards and 
uniſhments would be taken away. 
Again; Thoſe paſſages which you 
cite pag. 71, wherein you ſuppole that 
LaFantins by that immortal Spirit, 
which God put or inſpired into an earth- 
ly Body, means, not the natural Soul of 
Man, but the Divine Spirit received 
in our Saviour's regenerating Baptiſm, as 
a new Principle of Immortality Theſe 
Paſſages, I ſay, if toany one that plea- 
ſes to compare the places, they do not 
#1i6. 7, appear to be f all and every one of 
12. . „them clearly ſpoken on the contrary, 
* 4& 5, concerning that natural Sbul, which God 
W is ſaid to have breathed into Man, Gex. a, 
z; it will not be eaſie to conceive how 
any Man can poſſibly expreſs his mean- 


ing 


— 


WW i. XV 


tence, as any one would imagine them 


perpetua Luce verſetur; And ſo far is the 


the Fleſh, his Immortality ſu immorralis & in perperua 


pus vicerit, —— fi in tenebris ſempiteruis & in Morte. Cujus { mor 
3} fon ea vis eſt, ur injuſtas animas extinguat omnino, fed 
Puniat in æternum, /76. 2, 12. 1 8 
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ing in Words: And when from this 


Paſſage [[Fi&o corpore, ſpiramt ei ani- 
mam de vitali fonte Spiritus ſui, qui eſt 


perennis; ut fs Anima ſuperaverit, qua 
ex Deo oritur, fit Immortalis & in per- 


petua luce verſetur, | you infer that the 


Soul is Immortal, only conditionally, if 
it be viForious ; your miſrepreſentation 
of the Paſlage, is very extraordinary: 
For the Words are not one entire Sen- 


to be by your manner of citing them; 
but two Paſſages, at a Page diſtance from 
each other; And not Arima (as you 
ſeem to underſtand it) but Homo is the 
Nominative Caſe to fit immortalis & in 


Author from making the Souls Immor- 
tality conditional, by theſe Words; 
that directly on the contrary he in this 
very Sentence mans to ſay, that the 
Soul muſt of neceſſity be Immortal in 
all circumſtances; only with this dif- 
ference, that F if a Man 
lives after the Spirit, bis T Ex rebus diverſis ac re- 


Immortality ſha/ be « Hap- — _ 3 


PY one > but if he live after raverit, cuz ex Deo oritur, 


— 


luce verſetur; ſi autem Cor- 


- 


muſt 
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be no d ifference betwixt j uſt and un juſt, 2 
ſuch thing as Reward and Puniſhment if all 
Men were born Immortal; tis very evi- 
dent from the Thread of his Diſconrſe, 
that he mans, if Men were born origi- 

nally ,- and without undergoing any 

a OE REIT Tryal, into ſuch a State, as 
ritibus ſuis immortalibus * the Good Angels are now 

— ugg! — 4 in, : and the Saints ſhall 

— aj. be in after the Reſurrecti- 

malorum periculo ac metu on, namely a State of In- 

conſtat, Sc. ibid. defectible Virtue and Hap- 
ineſs ; then the Nature of Rewards and 
Puniſhments would be taken away. 

Again; Thoſe paſſages which you 

cite pag. 71, wherein you ſuppoſe that 

LaGFantins by that immortal Spirit, 

which God put or inſpired into an earth- 

y Body, means, not the natural Soul of 

Mar, but the Divine Spirit received 

in our Saviour's regenerating Baptiſm, as 

a new Principle of Immortality ; Theſe 
Paſſages, I ſay, if to any one that plea- 

ſes to compare the places, they do not 

#1. 7, appear to be all and every one of 
12. . „them clearly ſpoken on the contrary, 
* 4 5. concerning that natural Sbul, which God 
Iã⸗ ſaid to have breathed into Man, Gen. a, 
7; it will not be eaſie to conceive how- 

any Man can poſſibly expreſs his mean- 


ing 
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ing in Words: And when from this 
Paſſage [Fido corpore, ſpiratit ei ani- 
mam de vitali fonte Spiritus ſui, qui eſt 
perennis; ut ſs Anima ſuperaverit, qua 
ex Deo oritur, fit Immortalis & in per- 
petua luce verſetur,] you infer that the 
Soul is Immortal, only conditionally, if 
it be victorious ; your miſrepreſentation 
of the Paſlage, is very extraordinary: 
For the Words are not one entire Sen- 
tence, as any one would imagine them 
to be by your manner of citing them 
but two Paſſages, at a Page diſtance from 
each other; And not Arima (as you 
ſeem to underſtand it) but Homo is the 
Nominative Caſe to /it 1mmortalis & in 
perpetua Luce verſetur; And ſo far is the 
Author from making the Souls Immor- 
tality conditional, by theſe Words; 
that directly on the contrary he in this 
very Sentence mꝛans to ſay, that the 
Soul muſt of neceſſity be Immortal in 
all circumſtances; only with this diff: 
ference, that r if a Man | 
lives after the Spirit, bis T Ex rebus diverſis ac re- 
Immortality ,h be « Hap- 7 Nees 
y one ; but if he live after raveric, cuz ex Deo oritur, 
the Fleſp, his Immortality *\mworalis& in perperua 


1 0 A 0 luce verſerur ; ſi autem Cor- 
pus viceric, ſi in tenebris ſempiteruis & in Morte. Cujus [ mor- 


: 3} non ea vis eſt, ur injuſtas animas extinguat omnino, ſed ut 
- Puniat in æternum, lib. 2, 18. FED | RO 
* muſt | 
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ruſt be a miſerable ove When there- 
fore you ſay, that the wa 


y, according to 
LaFantins, taken by providence, for mak- 


ing Mans actual Mortality or Inmor- 
tality the Reward or Puniſhment of 
his Free- will, was to jon his Soul 
to his Body immediately, which be- 
ing it ſelf Frail and Mortal, could 
not ſecure the Soul from altnal Mor- 
tality; and That #his he ſuppoſes would 
make the Complex of the Soul and Body 
aFually Mortal; You might with fhe 
fare Truth. and with as much appear- 
ance of Reaſon, have ſaid, that Lack an- 
tius wrote his Book with a deſign to 
diſprove the whole Chriſtian Religion, 
or any other particular Article of it 
whatſoever. Again, when La@antins 
CV ſays, that“ fnce this tempo- 
eam 8 fequi- A al Life bs ſucceeded by ter- 
| cur, conſequens eſt ut reſur- poral Death, it follows that 
eus fnem mois wem. the Soul muſt riſe again to 
J Feral accepte, Ih. 7. $ 10. efernal Life, becauſe tempo- 
| ral death has an End; it 
is a very great and palpable —5 
repreſentation, to infer from theſe 
words, (as you 0, pag. 73, 
that Lacłantius was ſo far from owning 
the Immortality of tbe Soul, as Natural 
to it, that he ſeems to own its actual 
Death, 
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Death, © the ſpace between the Death 
of the Body and the Reſurrection; and 
therefore aſtribes' the ReſurreFion to the 
Soul as well as the Body For what can 
be a groſſer miſrepreſentation of any 
Author, than from one ſingle Paſſage 
(even ſuppoſing that Paſſage not recorr 
cilable with the reſt,) to affirm that his 
Opinion was juſt contrary to what he 
largely and expresſly almoſt in every 
Page of his Book declares it to be ? 
But after all, this Paſſage is not diffi- 


ſays a hundred times in his Book, that 
the Soul has no dependence on the 
Body, but ſubſiſts as well and better af. 
ter it is ſeparated from it, ſays in one 
ſingle paſſage that Mens Souls do [ reſer- 
gere] riſe again to eternal Life ; can any 
thing be more evident than that his 
meaning is, that the Souls | 


cult to be reconciled : For when he who 
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ſhall be F united again to + A Deo corporibus indu- 


Da! e entur. lib. 7. 23. 
den Nele r che Age. 2 His, 


rockin before the Judg- 
ment > It is an eaſy Figure, and very 
uſual in the beſt Authors, and in the 
Seripture it ſelf, to ſignify by the word 
5 Sonl} the ſame as | Perſon] in general : 


came with Jreob into Egypt, &c. a 


hus Gen. 46, 26, All ibe Souls that 


id. 20. 


% 
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Lev. 5, 2, If a Soul touch any unclean 
thing, &c. In which places, nothing 
can- be more abſurd than to underſtand 
Soul in the ſtrict and proper Senſe of 
the Word : And yet there is juſt as 
much reaſon ſo to do, as, from the 
paſſage now cited, to conclude, that La- 
Fantius, contrary to what he expresſly 
declares in almoſt every page of his 
Book, was of Opinion that tbe Sor] 
died with the Body. Had not the World 
deſervedly an Opinion of your great 
Learning, there would be no need to 
take notice of ſuch extraordinary mif- 
conſtructions: Which really, Sir, in 
your repreſentation of this Author, 
appear to have proceeded from: great: 
er Prejudice, or greater Want of care, 
chan Men of your known Abilities are or. 
dinarily guilty of. At laſt you come off, 


. 


pag. 75, with ſaying that Lacłantiuss 


KReaſonings either proue or are conſiſtent 
with a precarious Immortality; - at -leaſt 
even by our modern Reaſonines, do not 
imply any Neceſſity of an Immortality hy 


Nature And who, I beſeech you, e- 
ver taught any other Immortality of 
the Soul, than a precarzons one ; that 
is, depending. on the Pleaſure of God 
Almighty ? or who ever imagined, that 


= any 


Ihe Souls Immortality, 
the Church : Which = does, not only in 
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any thing which was uu and had a 
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beginning, was not alſo capable of be- 


ing deſtroy ed and ein an end, 


God ſhould ſo pleaſe ? 


it 


'You begin with St Athanaſius, (Se. 
21,) very ominouſly; : Acknowledging 
that he does indeed own the Doctrine of 


* the words you cite from 


him, but alſo largely and 


fully i in many other places 


of his Oratio contra Cen- 


Arg | 
faith he, be os inct fon > 
the, Body; 3 dT we Wo efore 
Wg And thei Body 7s 


e 
its SLY ity diſtinctly, 


tes 3 ſtiling the Soul + ra- 


tional and immortal ʒ at- 
firming 


that * when 1 is 

ſeparated from the Body, it 
will hade 4 much clearer 
knowledge of. its own Im. 
and proving 


as a Doctrine of 


"i "On 5 %_exuvarQ- 
i 1 RA 7 75 
rana titres ay 275 
SANA, SuSzgxMvic. 
Orat. cont. Gent, 

+ Tis vy Sy ein 7820 = 


I, 1 J N AN- 
v.; Git. _Y 

* los „ d & 
7 Nr, amecnulei on 
7 H,; nn, eau p- 
meg iS F F alayading 
yiear; ibid. ä 


from ſeveral Topicks and | 


FEuUments : the Soul, * 
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muſt be immortal. And 


+ 412 17 8 4 255 again; The Soul, ſaith * 
yam i d419vit 15 2 he. therefore weditater and 


©23ver, dre u , 
ei * dandy T aol thinks wpon things i 141107 - 


Arni Ty 2229/1 Gf, era fal and eternal, becauſe it 


2 1 7 ef ven <1 TM + 
ges 67s d. Sarda S- 


is itſelf. Tramartal : For as 


Ty T1 2 D ðõ bu N- the Body, being tt elf Mor- 


tid, 


* E, 5 

[ al. dota uf 
None whe gerrs- 

oy des Tore wf re upon their 15 
dren) @5 wa Ear res d. ties, as Hy few *. z 
| Waer TOA {401 2 N 
TR eee co why, as if #1 Bey be 7 
xpeiTlovas dard 7 Oele 
mira; Yogi! Vd dauere ſor, and not think as they 


for ever - Thefe Ar 


preſſes himſelf in the very fame manner 


,. y xn % Furlw 4 
nano n g a CP. + tal, his. all its Senſes em 


" ploy ed about mortal things; 
o the Foul, whoſe Faculties 
are em ployed about immortal things, muſt 
itſelf of neceſſity be Tremortal and live 
ents are plainly 
drawn from the Nature. of the Soul 
itſelf, and are direct! y contrary to 
your Notion of an Iumortalizing Spi- 
rit or Will of God : And accor 
ly, ſpeaking of the Heathens, ke er ex- 


concerning Their Souls in particular ; . 
If "they pretend to believe, faith 
A ly CV T he, that . they 1 4 
I ken, Y Soul, and ab themſelves 
acul- 


do they att contrary to 5 


ExyTes αν HννανẽuCu⸗ 
reis Sey oy ei S on bt t 0 40, bur Aale Goa 
lv x, dJynrers , Being meaner than chem 


Crom. ibid. N ſelves 
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ſelves? For, hauing themſelves an Im- 


mortal and inviſible Soul, yet they make 
God like. to things viſible and mortal. 
When therefore to —_ genera] 


Aſſertion concerning the Iumortality of 


the Soul, you anſwer, that That does 
not concern your Cauſe, becauſe 
your Queſtion is not whether the 
Soul be Immortal, but. whether it 
be Immortal in its own Nature ; you 
are guilty of a very great Fallacy: 
For if by the Souls being Immortal in 
its own Nature, you intend to expreſs, 
what we mean, that the Soul by the 


Powers given it at its firſt Creation is 


naturally able to continue for ever; 
then Athanapes's Aſſertion does concern 
your Cauſe; becauſe, in all the places 
now cited, he expresſly maintains the 
natural Immortality of the Soul in that 
Senſe: But if by Immortal in its. amn 
Nature, you mean neceſſarily Immortal, 
as Cod is; then neither Athanaſius, 
nor we, nor perhaps any Body elſe e- 
ver meant that the Soul was Immortal 
in its own Nature. 

From the Paſſages there fore now cited, 
wherein Atbanaſius ſo expresſly and very 
largely aſſerts the natural Immortality 
of the Soul, tis very reaſonable to con- 
1 clude, 
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clude, that all thoſe Paſſages in his 
Book de Incarnatione verbi Dei, which 
you underſtand to imply a natural Mor- 
tality of the Soul, ought (that they 
may not be inconſiſtent with what he 
ſo fully and expresſly aſſerts -Iſewhere,) 
to be underſtood concerning that natu- 
ral Mortality which is the Diſſolution 
of the Body and Separation of the Soul, 
without determining what becomes of 
the Soul after that Separation. And 
thoſe Paſſages may the better be under- 
ſtood in that Senſe, becauſe they are 
all ſpoken concerning that Mortality 
Adam incurred by his Sin in Paradiſe ; 
the Conſequence of which Mortality, 
(with reſpect to the State of the Soul 
ſeparated thereby from the Body,) an- 
tecedent to the Promiſe of Chriſt, was 
not a Queſtion neceſſary to be entred 
into. And this is ſtill the more con- 
firmed by This, that even thoſe Phraſes, 
Savers REE r , eee ra EEE! en, TH Te 
Jaya) v pore u, and the like 3 which 
ſeem at firſt ſight to make the moſt for 
your purpoſe ; tis plain need not 
be underſtood to expreſs the total Ex- 
tinction or utter Annhilation of Adam, 
if Chriſt had never been promiſed ; but 
either his having no ground to expect 
T9, any 


8 5 <a 
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any Reſtoration to his former ſtate by a 
Reſurrection of the Body; which ſeems 
to be the meaning of them in fome 
places; or elſe (which is evidently 
their Signification in ſome other places,) 
Death's continuing to prevail and extend 
it ſelf over his Poſterity Thus, Wher 
Adam had ſinned, faith * 
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. "This 1 4 
he, Death entred into the A,; 7 tee, or K 


, a viper 4 yno roy, 1 3 
World ; and this Deſtru- $03 9 x97” dvr 


| 5 | — ) 1 
Fron prevailed more and "97% © Me 7 x7 


more over the whole Race of 
Mankind. For Men en- 
rreaſed and multiplied their 
Sins beyond meaſure : And 
therefore Denth prevailing 
more and more, and this 
Deſtruct ion continuing to 
have Dominion over Men, 
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The ſame thing (namely that the 
Phraſes before- mentioned do not ſigni- 


fie the total extinction of Adam, both 


Soul and Body, if Chriſt had never been 
promiſed; but only That Mortality, 
which is the diſſolution of the Body 
and ſeparation of the Soul 5) may alſo 

be gathered from thoſe other Expreſ- 
fons of the ſame Author in his Book 


F de 
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de Incarnatione Chriſti, from ſome of 
which you very unreaſonably endeavour 
(pag. 85,) to conclude the direct con- 
trary. For when he ſpeaks of the Souls 
being held [L, Ne] in Bonds, and 
[a+ Sa wal; Savers | in the Bonds of Death; 
tis plain this does not ſignifie the Ex- 
tinction of the Soul, but its Confinement 
to [A,] the ſeparate State. And there- 
fore, ſpeaking of Chriſt's delivering Men 
from that Mortality which was the Con- 
ſequence of Adams Sin, he faith ; 


* Aid yo 8 du die- 

, \ 2 7 — 
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act; coy) *Inov5 * i 
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Xeisde Þ avfiporiviu Ju- 


xlw i av Forty, &c. De 
Tncarn. Chrifti contra Apol- 
linar. lib. 1. 


* To that place where the 
Body of Man was corrupted, 
thither did the Body of 
Chriſt go; and to that 
Place, where the Soul of 
Man was detained i 
Death, thither did Chriſt go 
with his Humane Soul, &c. 
In which Paſſage tis evi- 


dent, that by the Words [er 5 
Juyn n AvOpwmrn 2» Se Yu] the Soul of 


/ 


Man was detained in Death, is not 


meant the Extinction of the Soul, but 


its Confinement to [ Ads] that ſeparate 
State, to which the Soul of Chriſt de- 


ſcended. And in that very Paſſage, 


where from the Souls bein 
in the Sentence [SN 


g concerned 
N,] thou 


„„ 
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ſalt ſurely dye, you would infer the Ex- 
tinFion of the Soul; if you had cited 
the Words at length, it would have 
appeared that juſt the contrary was in- 
tended: The Words are theſe; God, 
ſaith he, paſſed upon Mar 
er, 
a double Sentence of Pu Puniſh- aun bar dne D 


aueut 5 Jaying 40 his eas th- Y Nv Hpnuasy 190 4 ei, 2 C= 


ly Body, Duſt thou art, and Yi emadion ty £75 Vor- 
A) pve l cbt., 


T andi, r Hei 7 4 
nd A 


dv Duſt ſhalt thou return; 


and ſo the Body turned unto 
Corruption; And to his 
Soul, Thou ſhalt ſurely die; 


and 5 the Man was ſepara- 
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ted, and condemned to depart into twodif. 


ferent places 
Words it is very evident. 
plying that Threatning 


From the laſt of Which 


that by ap- 


i Iv, 22 * 0 


Sos]. thou ſhalt ſurely dye, to the Soul ; 


he did not mean its Extindtion, but its 
Separation and Confinement to 1 Aan 


the ſeparate State. 


Your laſt citation out of this Author, atze 


(pag. 86,) is very remarkable. 


<L Taprayy 1 
A ua 1a) 


gainſt certain Hereticks who taught that , ; 
the Soul was corporeal, he argues from c 


_ thoſe Words of our Saviour, 
not them that kill the Body, 
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be, as you Appollinariſts contend, corporealʒ 
| why cannot it be killed and periſh with 
_ the Body? and why doth St Peter, ſpeak- 
'' ing of ſeparate Souls, call them Spirits? 
Here, you ſay, the | prix) Luys] fleſh- 
ly or corporeal Soul, ig plarnly oppoſed 
to the | avilugmim] Spiritual Soul, ard 
for that reaſon is ſuppoſed as capable of 
being killed by Men, as the Body it ſelf. 
Is not this very extraordinary 2 when 
the plain and expreſs meaning of Atha- 
naſius, is to ſhow that there can be no 
ſuch thing at all as | pw Jv] 4 
fleſhly or corporeal Soul; becauſe, if there 
was, it would be capable of being kil- 
led, which our Saviour ſays cannot 


be. 


All that you ſay, SeF. 23, feems to 
be utterly Unintelligible : And thoſe 
words in particular, pag. 91, (which I 
have before had an occaſion to take 
notice of,) where you fuppoſe the 
Soul to be Something diſtin# both from 
Spirit, and alſo from Matter and Mo- 
tion ;- that is to ſay, a Material Form ; 
an acłive Subſtantial Principle, diſtin 
from Matter, yet depending on Matter in 
eſſe, in fieri, in operari, and which muſt 
accordingly be diſſolved on the diſſolution 


of 
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of that Matter on which it depeieds - 
Theſe words, I ſay, appear ſo very ab- 
ſurd and contradictory in themſelves, 
that no Confutation of them can be 


ſtronger than the bare tranſcribing 
them. 


Lou ſeem very certain, Sec 24, that 
your Doctrine can have no ill influence 
upon Mens preſent Practiſe; becauſe, 
though you aſſert indeed the natural 
Mortality of the Soul, yet you teach 
at the ſame time, that the Souls of all 
thoſe, who hear of the Goſpel, whe- 
ther they imbrace it or no, ſhall be 
actually immortalized ; and fo bad Men 
can take no advantage of the Doctrine 
concerning the Natural Mortality of 
the Soul, to encourage themſelves in 
their Wickedneſs with the Hopes of 
Impunity. But can you really think, 
Sir, that it is a thing of no ill conſe- 
quence in Practiſe, to raiſe new diſ- 
pates, to fill the Minds of weak and 
unſtable Men with endleſs doubts and 
Scruples, and the mouths of the pro- 
fane with new Topicks of Scepticiſm 
and Raillery, againſt the moſt impor- 
tant and fundamental Doctrines of all 
Religion? Or can you be indeed per- 


F 3 [waded, 
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ſwaded, that ſuch Men as are pleaſed 
with ſome of your Notions, will as 
readily admit all the reſt alſo 2 You are 
forced to make a new and diſtin& Hy- 
potheſis upon every particular occaſion ; 
You firſt ſuppoſe the Soul of Man na- 
turally Mortal ; and then, to ſecure to 
good Men the Unchangeable State of 
Heaven, you are forced to ſuppoſe their 
Souls præternaturally immortalized to 
Happineſs by the Divine Spirit: Vet. be- 
cauſe all who receive that Divine Spirit, 
do not ſo behave themſelves as to be 
+ Premon. capable of the Happineſs of Heaven, 
compared YOu are forced (though F unwillingly 
with your to ſuppoſe ſome of them immortalize 
prot by the ſame Divine Spirit to Puniſh- © 
31. ment: And after this, leaſt thoſe who 
reje& the Goſpel and never receive the 
Divine immortalizing Spirit at all, 
ſhould take advantage of the Souls na- 
tural Mortality to encourage themſelves 
with hopes of Impunity in their Wick- 
edneſs, you are forced to ſuppoſe Their 
Souls made immortal withont any im- 
mortalizing Principle at all, by the 
mere Omnipotence and Arbitrary Plea- 
fure of God. Now, all theſe Hypo- 
theſes peering very precarious and 
independent on each other; is it not 
very obvious to perceive, that profane 


Men 
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Men will very gladly and with great 
advantage make uſe of all your Argu- 
ments for the zatural Mortality of the 
Soul; and drop the following parts of 
your Hypotheſis? And indeed I cannot 
ſee, but you muſt in ſome meaſure be 
anſwerable for this ill Conſequence. 
For it is not enough to prevent the na- 
tural and obvious ill conſequences of 
an Hypotheſis, that a Learned and in- 
genious Man is able to invent ſuch fur- 
ther Suppoſitions, and to find out ſuch 
Shifts and Diſtinctions, by which he 
ſhall think he can evade the force of 
thoſe Conſequences. There is hardly 
any Opinion ſo extravagant or of ſo 
miſchie vous conſequence, but an inge- 
nious Man may maintain it in ſuch 
manner, as that upon his whole Hypo- 
theſis it ſhall not be eaſy to charge him 
with any ill conſequence, for which he 
will not be able to find ſome evaſion: 
And yet he that maintains it, muſt ne- 
vertheleſs be anſwerable for ſuch ill 
Conſequences, as are naturally apt to 
follow from the Opinion it ſelf, with- 
out the additional Hypotheſis which are 
made uſe of to ſalve it. The Epicu- 
reans, who taught that Pleaſure was the 
chief Good, when they were charged 
e F 4 with 
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with the obvious ill Conſequences of 
that Doctrine, were provided to make 
ſuch ingenious Explications of it, that 
they thought themſelves abundantly 
able to eyade allthoſe ill Conſequences 
that could he drawn from it : Yet that 
Doctrine was evidently a very pernici- 
ons Doctrine; and they who maintain” 

ed it, could not be excuſed (as Cicero 

has largely ſhown) from being anſwe- 

rable for thoſe N which 

4 eurem Were but F too naturally 

dul We t dt peges: Il. drawn from it by the ge- 
lud quæro, quid ei conſenta- nerality of Men, who 
3 Kc. ci. would not attend to the 
Sj Subtilties and Diſtind ions 
of thoſe Philoſophers. He that will 
ſuppoſe Men to have 20 Souls at all, 

but that their Life is entirely extinguiſh- 

_ ed at the Diſſolution of the Body ; and 

at the ſame time ſuppoſes that at the 
Reſurre&ion their Life ſhall be reſtored 

again, and continue for ever ; will be 

ſure to pretend that no ill Conſequence 

can be drawn from his Doctrine, be- 

cauſe he ſuppoſes Men actually and in 

event as much Immortal, as if they had 

Souls really diſtinct from their Bodies 

And yet I believe you your ſelf make 

mo doubt but That Opinion is a very 
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pernicious one. He that will affirm 


that there is no other Subſtance in the 
World but Matter ; and at the ſame 
time ſuppoſes Matter capable of all the 
ſame Powers and Attribntes, which we 
aſcribe to Spirit ; may likewiſe with the 
ſame reaſon pretend, that no ill Conſe- 
quence can be drawn from his Opinion: 
And yet no Body can doubt but ſuch an 
Opinion leads directly to Atheiſm. Tis 


not therefore ſo very clear, as you ſeem 


to ſuppoſe it to be, that none of thoſe 
Conſequences are to be charged upon 
you, which (if your whole Hypothetis 
be granted) you can find indeed a way 
of evading. 


You attempt to prove (Sect 250 that 
the Immortalizing Principle was generally 


believed no Ingredient in the Nature of 


the Humane Soul among the Heathens 
themſelves ; by ſaying, that the popular 
Heathens believed only their firſt Anceſtors 
to have been Gods, their next to have 
been Heroes or Demi-Gods, and the later 
generations to have been pure Men; On- 
leſs the Supreme Being were pleaſed (even 
in the degenerous Ages to confer the no- 
 bler Principle on ſome choice Favourites. 
Here you ſeem to forget, that the popy- 
lar Heathens (as you call them) had all 

a 
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2 Notion of Eyſan Fields and of a 
Tartarns, that is, of a Place of future 
Happineſs or Miſery, where the Souls 
of thoſe which you call pure or mere 
Men were to be diſpoſed of, either to 
continue there for ever, or to come Cut 
upon new revolutions, but pot to be 
extinguiſhed. Vet preſently after, (pag. 


96) you ſay that, by the oldeſt Tradi- 


tion, 2 Souls were ſuppoſed to have the 
Divine Principle connatural to them; 
And the reſt of the Section is wholly 
ſpent in explaining the Notionsof thoſe 
whom you call (pag. 100) the Trad;- 
tional travelling Philoſophers, who be- 
lieved that Human Souls underwent 
many Purgations and different Revo- 
tations, but that 2 part of the divine 
feed might periſh finally; and that al 
Humane Souls were thus far at leaſt of a 


divine extraction, not as the Notion of 


Divine might intitle them to infinite Per- 
fection, but as it wight at leaſt intitle 
them to Immortality All which is fo 
far from being any thing to your pur- 
poſe, of proving that the Immortalizing 
Principle was generally believed no ingre- 
dient in the Nature of the Human Sout 
among the Heathens themſelves ; that on 
the contrary it ſeems to me to prove 
rather directly againſt you. Sed. 
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SeF. 26, You all along confound 
either neceſſary Immortality, or elſe the 
Notion of Pre-exiftence and Revolnti- 
ons of Souls, with natural Immortality. 
That which any of the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians blamed Plato and Origen for, was 
not their aſſerting the Immortality of 
the Soul, but its Præ-exiſtence and e- 
verlaſting Revolutions, Their Maxim, 
that whatever had a Beginning, muſt 
therefore be capable likewiſe of having an 
End, does not at all prove againſt a- 
tural, but only againſt eceſſary [-2- 
mortality, that is, meceſſary and inde - 
pendent Exiſtence : AS is evident from 
what you your ſelf obſerve, that »por 
this Principle they owned none Iin mortal 
but God himſelf; No, not the Angels; 
And that the Apoſtle affirms of God, 
DO Ae tY wv &gJarvariz!, I Tim. 6, 16, 
that He only has Imortality, as being the 
au S αοẽůu from whom All that will pre- 
tend to Immortality, muſt derive it, and 
not from their own Nature; that is, not 
from the Neceſſity of their own Nature, 
but from the Vill of God, who was 
pleaſed to create them Inmortal, and 
upon whom (notwithſtanding their Im- 
mortality, that is, notwithſtanding 
their natural Power of continuing for 

ever, 
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ever, without being liable to be de- 
ſtroyed by any created Force,) they 
nevertheleſs continually depend for 


their Preſervation. 


Ariſtotle, by affirming the immortal 
Soul to he | "veal dey | from without, means 
plainly that it is Something diſtinct from 
the Body, and not (as you interpret him 
pag. 101,) that it is not ingredient in 
the Conſtitution of Mankind in general, 


+ Pre. Or (as you Þ elſewhere expreſs: your 
mon. pag. 15 that it is a præternatural Principle; 


24. and 


Diſcourſ. T. 


500. 


as if, naturally, Men had no rational 
Souls at all. 

The other Maxim you mention, That 
nothing that is paſſible can be Immortal, 
proves likewiſe only againſt zeceſſary, 
not againſt natural Immortality. For a 
thing's being capable to be acted upon, 
does not at all prove that it is capable of 
being deſtroyed. by any natural Power, 
Every perfectly ſolid Particle of Matter 
it ſelf, is incapable of being deſtroy- 


ed or even divided by any Power of 


Nature, though it is as capable of being 
moved and agitated and acted upon, 


as any compound Body. The Soul 


may in like manner be very capable of 
ſuffering, and of being aged upon; 
and yet it will not at all follow, that 
8 ne e it 
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it is capable of being deſtroyed by any 
natural Power. Thoſe of the Antients. 
who proved that the Soul of the rich 
Man in the Parable, muſt have been Cor- 
ruptible, becanſe it ſuffered Torment; 
you acknowledge prove at the ſame 
time that it muſt likewiſe have been Cor- 
poreal : But the Corporality of the Soul, 
you know, was taught only by one or 
two Men. The reſt were all of a diffe- 
rent Opinion. And La@antins is very 
particular and expreſs in anſwering that 
Objection ; f If the Soul _ 3 
be immortal, how then is it TS eſt immortalisani- 


ma; quomodo patibilis 
paſſible and capable of endu- inducirur, ac penz ſenti- 


ring Puniſhment ? and if ens lib. 7, $ 20. 
it be capable of pain, how is it not capable 
of Diſſolution ? The Anſwer he gives, 
is; firſt, * #hat (according 

to the Notion of the * us natur reddi ani- 


. Ls mas, ut ſi non extinguibiles 
Stoicks) the Sonle of Men, in totum, quoniam ex Deo 


though by r eaſon of their ſunt, tamen cruciabiles fi- 
Divine Original they can- dt Per corporis maculam, 


Kc. ibid. 
not indeed be extinguiſhed, _ — 
yet by being immer ſed in Senſe and de- + Tan-_ 
praved by Sin, they may become liable to tam efle 
Mijery and Puniſhment : Secondly, Þ Bei poce. 


EW” ; ſtatem, ut 
etiam incorporalia comprehendat, &, quemadmodum voluerit, 
afficiat. Nam & Angeli Deum metuunt, ce. Quid ergo mirum, 
ſi cum ſint immortales animæ, ramen patibiles ſint Deo? ibid. 5 
21. 


that 
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that thouch We indeed do not know how 
Inmaterial 1 hings can be ated upon, yet 

God has as much Power over them, as 

over corporeal things: And laſtly , 
that in order to endure 
* Sed tamen docent nos | 


ſanctæ literæ, quemadmo- Puniſoment, the Souls ſhall 


dum pænis impii ſint laturi. again be united to their Bo- 
Nam quia peccata in Corpo 5, 5 £ 
ribus contraxerunt, rurſus dies. All which paſſages Un- 


carne induentur, ut in cor- deniably ſhow that Lad an- 

A piaculum ſovant. ie did not think the Soul 

; naturally corruptible, and 

preſerved præternaturally by the Power 

of God ; but, on the contrary, that 

the Soul was naturally Immortal, but 

by the Power of God made capable of 
enduring Puniſhment. 


If there was any ſtrength in the Ar- 
gument you make uſe of, Sed. 27; 
that becauſe the actual Immortality of the 
Soul is a Revelation of the Goſpel, there- 
fore it is not capable of being proved by 
Reaſon from the Nature of the Soul itſelf; 
It would follow by the ſame argument, 
that Moral Obligations, becauſe they are 
Revelations of the Will of God in the 
Goſpel, therefore are not capable of 
being proved by Reaſon, from the Na- 
ture of God, of Men, and of Things. 
Some things revealed in the Goſpel, 
Are 
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are indeed of ſuch a Nature, that they 
could not have been known at al with- 
out Revelation : But Others (of which 
the Immortality of the Soul is one,) are 
ſuch as were capable of being in great 
meaſure diſcovered by the Light of 
Nature and right reaſon; but yet 
by the Revelation of the Goſpel, are 
made known with much greater Cer- 
tainty, greater Clearneſs, greater Autho- 
rity, and in a Manner much better frt- 
red to all Capacities, This ſeems to be 
the proper meaning of the word 
[ 2»rioav]@- 2 Tim. 1, 10, ] has brought to 
Lieht, has clearly diſcovered, has uni- 
verſally and evidently made known, that 
which before was but obſcurcly, and 
diffcultly, and imperfectly underſtood, 
The Allufion you ſuppoſe to be between 
the words, | has brought Life and Im- 
mortality to Light through the Goſpel, 
and thoſe other words of the Apoſtle, 
an Inheritance incorruptible, that fadeth 
not away, of the Saints in Light,] is 
indeed ſome little Similitude of Words; 
the word Lieht being uſed in both 
places ; but not the leaſt Allufion or 
Similitude in Senſe. And indeed you 
' ſeem your ſelf to be conſcious of the 
weakneſs of your Argument in this 

whole 
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whole Matter; by your ſaying that 
That. 106. the Immortality of the Soul, at leaſt 7 
| in Heaven, 1s plainly ſuppoſed not to 
be known without divine Revelation; 
Te 104. and again, At leaſt * as to the giving us 
that immortal Life in Heaven ; and, 
That the Immortality of the Soul 
could not have been otherwiſe known 
+ pag. 106. With F that Certainty that might ſupport 
the Practiſe which Religion expects in con- 
ſequence ofit; and again, That it could 
*pag.104. not have been known, at leaſt * with 
that Aſſurance which was requiſite for 
the Practiſe which Religion requires pur- 

ſuant to the Belief of it. 


80 


That the Sadducee, (Sect. 28, ) de- 
nied the Immortality of the Soul, is very 
true; But then it is worth obſerving, 
that the ſame Men aſſerted alſo that 
there was 10 Reſurrection, neither An- 
gel nor Spirit, Acts 23, 6, Tour inter- 
pretation of which words, is very ex- 
traordinary. What is the meaning of 
Spirit here, as it 3s joyned with Angel, 
you ſay xs manifeſt : It is that Immor- 
talizing Spirit which makes us Iraq te, 
that is, Immortal and entitled to Heaven, 
as well as the Angels are: That ſame 
Spirit indeed, by which the Angels them- 

ſelve: 
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ſelves are entitled to Immortality. 
This therefore oblig d them the Sadducees] 
to deny the actual immortalizing of either 
Angels or Humane Souls, when they deni- 
ed them Both that Spirit which could 
alone immortalize them. Theſe Words, I 
think, need no Reflexion to be made 
upon them. 


' Your Interpretation (Seck. 31,) of 


that Text, 1 Cor. 15, 22, As in Adam 
all die, even ſo in Chriſt ſhall all be made 
alive ; ſeems very forced and unnatu- 
ral. You underſtand it to ſigniſie, that 
as All who deſcended from Adam, 
muſt die; fo All who are in Chriſt, 
that is, all Chriſtians, ſhall be made 
alive. But this Interpretation, if it 
was true, would prove too much for 
you; namely, that thoſe only who 
embraced, not thoſe who rejected the 
Goſpel, ſhould be raiſed again: And 
the general tenor of Scripture, which 
every where declares that Unbelievers, 


who never were in Chriſt, {hall be rai- 
ſed to Condemnation ; ſhows plainly 


that your Interpretation of this Text is 
wrong. And how the falſe Notion 
certain Hereticks had of a metaphori- 
cal Reſurrection, 2 Tim. 2, 18, tends 

G to 
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to prove that St Pauli true account of 
the literal Reſurrection, is to be under- 
ſtood in a particular and limited Senſe 
is not eaſie to conceive. 

Your inference in the ſame place, 
againſt the Univerſality of the Reſur- 
rection, from what the Apoſtle ſays 
concerning Baptiſm ; ſeems likewiſe 
wholly precarious. For the Apoſtle 


does not in this Chapter ſay any thing, 
by which he might ſeem to ground the 
Reſurre&ion upon Baptzſ-: : But only, 


arguing againſt thoſe who pretended 
to be Chriſtians, and yet didnot believe 
the Reſurrection of the Dead, he ſhows 
how abſurd it was for ſuch Perſons to 


be baptized, and thereby to expoſe 


unavoidably do by their profeſſing 
Chriſtianity, if they had no expectation 
of a Reſurrection from the Dead. 
Whatever be the meaning of that difh- 
cult Phraſe, of being baptized for the 
Dead; the ſtreſs of the Argument 
plainly lies upon theſe Words, And 
why ſtand we in Jeopardy every Hour ? 
That Baptiſm, whatever it was, expo- 
ſed them to ſome hazard, and gave 
occaſion to their being perſecuted ; and , 
the Apoſtles argument is, that it was 
fooliſh 


themſelves to ſuch hazards as they muſt | 
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fooliſh for them to expoſe themſelves 
to ſuch danger needleſly and to no 
purpoſe, if there was to be no ſuch 
thing as a Reſurrection from the Dead. 
The Apoſtle grounds the reaſonable- 
neſs of being baptized, and of embra- 
cing Chriſtianity, which was a perſe- 
cuted Religion ; purely upon the hopes 
of a Reſurrection from the Dead: But 
he does not at all ground the Reſur- 
rection upon Baptiſm, nor ſays any 
thing which does in the leaſt inſinuate 


that the Reſurrection ſhould not be uni- 


verſal. 


The Concluſion you draw (SeF. 32,) 
from what St Paul teaches, Rom. 5, is 
very obſcure. The Summ of the Apo- 
ſtles Doctrine there, is, that That Con- 
demnation which was brought upon Men 
by Adam, they are delivered from by 
Chriſt. How you can infer any thing 
from thence, againſt the univerſal Im- 
mortality of the Soul, I do not perceive. 
You ſuppoſe that thoſe over whom 
Death reigned between the Times of 
Adam and Moſes, were extinguiſhed by 
a total Mortality both of Soul and Bo- 
dy; But the Death there ſpoken of, is 
plainly the ſame Death to which all o- 
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ther Men likewiſe are ſubject; For tis 
not ſaid, that Death reigned over Then 
only; but that Death reigned even over 
them alſo, as well as over the reſt of 
Mankind ; notwithſtanding that they 
had not ſinned againſt any poſitive Law, 
as Adam before, and thoſe wholived un- 
der the Law did after; but were ſub- 
jet to Death, only as it was a natu- 
ral Conſequence of Adam's Tranſgreſ- 
ſion: To infer from hence, that their 
Souls as well as Bodies, were ſubject to 
that Mortality, is begging the Queſtion 
which was undertaken to be proved. 
Thoſe who are ſubject to Death, in 
conſequence of Adams Tranſgreſſion, 
are indeed ſtiled Many, ver. 15 and 
19 ; as thoſe to whom the Benefit of 
Chriſt's Death redounds, are alſo in the 
ſame place (tiled Many: But thoſe Ma- 
ny who die thro' the Offence of One. 
are, ver. 12 and 18, expreſlv called All 
Men; and there is no good reaſon to 
ſuppoſe, but that the Death of Chriſt, 
who was promiſed immediately upon 
the Fall of Adam, may conditionally 
extend its Virtue, and Benefit, under 
different Diſpenſations, to All Men 
likewiſe. To ſay that the Dominion 


of Death, ſignifies in this place ſome- 
thing 
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thing peculiar, under which al! Mex 
are not included ; becauſe the Apoſtle 
affirms that Death reigned from Adam to 
Moſes, even over them that had not ſinned 
after the ſemilitude of Adam's Tranſereſ- 
. is very ſingular and groundleſs: 
For the Dominion of Death is not 
there confned (as you ſuppoſe it) tothe 
ſpace between Adam and Moſes ; ſo as to 
ſignifie a particular kind of Death pre- 
vailing at that Time, an extinction f 
Soul as well as diſſolution of the Body; 
But the Apoſtles aſſertion is plainly 
This, that in Conſequence of Adams 
Tranſgreſſion, Death (in the common 
acceptation of Mortality) reigned in that 
ſpace of time alſo, even over them that 
had not tranſgreſſed any pofirive Law 
after the ſimilitude of Adam's Tranſereſ- 
fron, as well as over thoſe who had in 
their own Perſons diſobeyed poſitive 
Laws. From whence how any thing 
can be collected to your purpoſe, is ve- 
ry difficult to imagine. 
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Whether that Text, Joh. 1. 9, That 

was the true Light, which lighteh every 

Man that cometh into the World; was 
ever alleged by Any, to prove that an 
Immortalizing Spirit is given to every Par- 

| - i ticular 
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ticular by Chriſt himſelf ;, I cannot tell. 
But I think your Interpretation of it, 
(SeF. 33,) is utterly unintelligible. The 


+ page 136. avon, YOU : ſay, i That which our Apo- 


ſtle here makes in all Men, | in every 
Man that cometh into the World, in- 
lightned by the Viſctation of the 57% , as 
an external Principle Yet fo as not to 
make any change in the Nature, in the 
Perſon ſo inlightned, without peculiar di- 
vine Favour, and diſpoſitions in the reci- 
pient, for ſuch an Union with the niy&, 
as may 2 1 it for the divine Favour of 
raiſing it above its own Nature Till 
then, they are ſeparable again, and this 
external Viſitation of the πν , leaves the 
ſited 4uy3 as Mortal as it found it, where 
there is no particular deſign of God for 

at 


immortalizing it to Puniſhment, W 
the meaning of this, and all that fol- 
lows in that Section, is; and how you 
collect it from the fore - cited Text of 
St John ; is not, I believe, poſſible to 
be underſtood. # 


When St Paul ſays, 1 Theff. 4, 16, 
that the dead in Chrift ſhall riſe firſt ; 
Theſe words do not indeed prove that 
there muſt afterwards be a reſurrection 
of them that never heard of Chriſt ; 

Sudan 
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becauſe the dead in Chriſt, which are 
here ſaid to riſe firſt, are not, 'tis true, 
oppoſed in this place to the dead out of 
Chriſt, but to them that ſhall be found 
alive in Chriſt at the time of the judg- 
ment: (Where note by the by, that 
you 7 miſinterpret this Text, by oppo- t Pag 147: 
ſing the dead in Chriſt, and which are 
ſaid to riſe firſt, not, as the Apoſtle 
does, to them that ſhall be found alive 
in Chriſt, but to thoſe who had been _ 
merly in Chriſt and did not die in him, 
or to yy who might have been in him if 
they had pleaſed, but never were in him 
«Fually.) But other places of Scripture, 
as has been before ſhown, do ſuffici- 
ently prove the Univerſality of the Re- 
ſurrection: And particularly that pa- 
rallel Text, 1 Cor. 15, 23 ; where the 
fame Apoſtle ſays, that every Man (hall | 
be raiſed in his own Order; Chriſt the 
Firſt- wits, afterwards they that are 
72 his coming ; And then cometh 
the end &c. Which words being im- 
mediately ſubjoyned to that univerſal 
declaration, As in Adam 4 die, even 
fo in Chriſt ſhall al be made alive; can- 
not, without great force, be interpret- 
ed to any other Senſe, but that % End 
muſt ſigniſie the general Reſurrection of 
G 4 all 
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all the dead. See Rev. 20, v. 5,12 & 13. 


Your Interpretation (SeF. 35) of 
that Text, Rom. 2, 12, As many as 
have ſinned without Law, ſhall alſo 
periſh without Law, and as many as 
have ſinned in the Law, ſhall be judged 
by the Lam; is not only groundleſs ; 


the word | 2r0:\ivrar ſhall periſh] which 


you underſtand to ſignifie Annihilation 
or bare ceaſing to be, being evidently 
Synonymous to CU ſhall be judg- 
ed 5] But alſo (as I before obſerved up- 
on your Premonition, Se 6,) you 
thereby overthrow all the Threatnings 
of the Goſpel, which frequently ex- 
preſs the Puniſhment even of the worſt 
of Sinners by that ſame word | ;-oawr0, 
ſhall periſh] which you here interpret 
to ſignify only 4 bare ceaſing to be. You 
are your ſelf ſenſible of this difficulty, 
peg. 143; Where you confeſs, that 
though the word, Periſh, may bear that 
milder Senſe of only ceaſing to be, yet it is 
alſo nſed in the Scriptures, concernin 
them whom all muſt believe liable to the 
ſevereſt poſitive Infli#ions. You ſeem 
indeed ſenſible, I ſay, of this difficulty 
upon your Interpretation : But yet you 
give no anſwer to it Only you ſay, 

pag. 
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pag. 144, that though the word will 


indeed bear a larger Stemification, yet in 
this place Annihilation may perhaps be 
more natural. Is not this a very ſingu- 
lar manner of arguing ? To 7 collect F See Pre. 
from the ſignification of the word 4, N. 
«Tox3vra, that thoſe of whom it is here nf 
ſpoken, ſhall only ceaſe to be; and 
yet at the ſame time to confeſs that in 
other places of Scripture That word 
has no ſuch ſignification; only, i this 
place, Annihilation may, perhaps, be more 
natural. | 
Your Interptetation of thoſe other 

words of the Apoſtle, that when the 
Gentiles which have not the Law do 
by nature the things contained in the 
Law, theſe having not the Law, are 
24 Law unto themſelves; is no leſs ex- 

traordinary; Namely, that the Gen- 
tiles being a Lam unto themſelves, does 
not ſignify their Obligation to obey the 
Law of nature, with reſpect to future re- 
wards and Puniſhments ; but only their 
* owning the Reaſonableneſs of the things bac. 144- 
impoſed as a Law by God on the Jews, 
but not on themſelves; which would no 
further oblige Them ta the Obſervation of 
them, than as their own Intereſts might, 
prevail. with them to. obſerve them, as 5 
won 
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would avoid the Puniſhments and ob- 
tain the Rewards of Providence in This 
Life. Is not this very wonderful; that 
the Gentiles ſhould be able to judge of 
the Reaſonableneſs of Gods moral Law 


to the Jews, and yet not be ſenſible 
that the Reaſonableneſs of the Thing laid a 
ſtrong Obligation upon themſelves alſo? 
Or that they ſhould be ſenfible of an 
Obligation laid upon them to live vir- 
tuouſly (which it would ſometimes 
happen they could not do without ex- 


poſing even their Life itſelf,) and yet 


not have any ground to expect a fu- 
ture Judgment, nor any other Rewards 
and Puniſhments than in the preſent 
Life ? Is not this, deſtroying the very 


Nature of Virtue and Vice; and con- 
trary to ſome of your own arguments, 


Seck. 47, and elſewhere ? 


lt is not a very conſiſtent Notion, to 
fuppoſe as you do, (Sec. 35, 36, and 
el ſembere.) that the Souls of Men, 
though naturally mortal, yet are nei- 


ther diſſolvedwith their Bodies, nor yet 
periſh afterwards by any natural De- 

eay ; but ſurvive, and continue to ſub- 
ſiſt in a ſeparate State; and none of 
them ever periſh actrally by that de- 


cay 
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cay and Mortality which you ſuppoſe 
natural to Them; but that thoſe who 
ſhall neither be immortalized to Hap- 
pineſs nor to Puniſhment, ſhall yet ſub- 
ſiſt till the general Judgment, and then 
be diſſolved by that exquiſite fire which is 
to prevail in the laſt Conflagration, at leaſt 
ſo far as to deprive them of any ſenſibility 
of Pain. Is not this Notion more pro- 
perly a ſappoſing them to be naturally 
Immortal, that is, capable of ſubſiſting 
for ever by the Powers given them at 
their original Production; but that 
God, by the interpoſition of his Al- 
mighty Power, præternaturally deſtroys 
at the laſt day, ſuch of them as are 
neither capable of eternal Happineſs, 
nor yet deſerve eternal Puniſhment ? 
This certainly would have been rather 
the more conſiſtent Scheme of the two, 
and ſomewhat a more defenſible Expli- 
cation of your Notion, (with reſpect 
to the bare Reaſor of the Thing,) than 
to affirm that all Souls are naturally 
mortal, and yet that none of them 
ever die by a natural decay and Mortali- 
ty. But your Hypotheſis, however va 
ried, would not yet have been truly 
4 conſiſtent. For why, I beſeech you, 
muſt it needs be ſuppoſed, that God 
1 | cannot 
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cannot diſpoſe of all his rational Crea- 
tures into States ſuitable to their ſeveral 
Natures, and proportionable to their 
ſeveral capacities and deſerts, without 
deftroying and taking 2way their Be- 
ing? And what can be more forced 
and diſagreeable to Reaſon, than to 
ſuppoſe that -the Sodomites and Nine- 
vites and other Heathens of all Sorts, 
muſt jndeed all appear at the Day of 
Judgment, but yet that their appea - 
rance there will be * with no deſign of 

concerning them in the Judgment of the 
Day, but only in the retroſped ive part of 
the day, for vindiceting the Divine Pfo- 
ovidence, in relation to what had been 
tranſacted by it formerly? You imagine 
indeed, | that. the Sodomites and Egyp 
trans and other wicked Men to whom 
the Goſpel was never preached, 245 
endure the Sufferings of the future eternal 
State, during the time of their Duration; 
that is, from the time of their Death 
to the day of Judgment And that * 
the Infelicities good Heathens may have 


ſuffered in this Life, may be ſuſſ- 


crently rewarded by the Happineſs 
of the intermediate ſpace between their 


Death and the Judgment, though they 


| bave no ſhare in theſe Eternal Rewards 


which 
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which are to follow after the day of Judg- 


ment: But, upon your Scheme, how 
can this be applied to thoſe who ſhall 
live at the End of the World, when 
there may be as good and as bad Men 
among the Heathens, as ever were in 
any other Age, and yet theſe, accord- 
ing to your notion, muſt All periſh to- 
gether at the Conflagration ? And be- 
ſides, becauſe 1 preſume you will not 
be leſs moved by Authority than by 
Reaſon ; is not This extremely like 
one of thoſe very Notions, which Ter- 
tullian, whoſe Authority you are other- 
wiſe ſo very defirous to make uſe of, 
blames the * Stoichs for, 
and ridicules them as vain- * Wi, anime aliquod 
* 5 rempus indulgent, ab ex- 
ly and * needlefly imagin- ceſſu uſq; in confagrationem 
ing, that the Souls of their univerſiaris, ur Stoici, &c. 
Diſciples ſhould continue 11 ' 4 
| A Nen 7 
_— of age v6 2 L Jag 25806 5 E - 
and Improvement in the e Tory y Ein he 
ſeparate, State, when at 2888s 2 aft f . 
the ſame time they be- W ar»duior, dex F cis 


XL d dvd ors i axyruy 
lieved Trney were all : to &c. Numenius apud Euſe b. 
periſh in the approachin - * Quis autem ilfis po- 
Tone ſtumæ Cruditionis ufus ac 
Conflagration : fructus, jamjam conflaguzts 


_ ——— —— — — — -- _ 
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one perituris? Tertull, de Anima. 


What 
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What you advance in your 41ff 
and following Sections, concerning the 
State and Condition of ſeparate Souls, 
is in every reſpect too uncertain to 
have any thing built upon it. Whe- 
ther they who never heard of the. 
Goſpel in This Life, ſhall hereafter 
have any new Offer made to them, and 
undergo any new Trial; or whether 
all Mankind, even thoſe who never 
hear of Chriſt at all, ſhall however, by 
virtue of the original Promiſe of the 
Meſſiah made to Adam, have ſo much 
benefit of the redemption purchaſed 
by the Blood of Chriſt, as that at the 
general Judgment they ſhall all in ſome 
Proportions, and according to their 
ſeveral Capacities, have relief from 
the Equity and Mercy of the Goſpel- 
covenant ; (Which, ſeems, of the two, 


to be much the more probable 


Opinion : For how ſhall they who 


are found alive at the end of the 


World, undergo any new Trial ?) 


 Which-ſoever, I ſay, of theſe ways be 


true, it makes little difference as to the 

main Queſtion. That, upon the 

whole, God is no reſpecter of Perſons ; 
an 


| 
Tt 
| 
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and that our Saviour could not confine 


his deſign, as a Saviour of Souls, to any 
particular people, (as you prove large- 
ly and well in your 47th Section,) but 
will certainly in ſome manner or other 
extend the Offer of his gracious Cove- 


nant, or at leaſt the Benefit and Equi- 


ty of it in ſome Proportions, to Men 
of all Ages and Nations in the World; 
muſt undoubtedly be allowed by alt 
confidering Perſons : And this very 


_ confideration alone, if you had not at 


other times reaſoned inconſiſtently with 
your ſelf, might eaſily have ſaved you 
the whole trouble of inventing your 
wonderful Hypotheſis concerning the 


natural Mortality of the Sou}, in order 


to diſpoſe of thoſe Gentiles who never 
heard of Chriſt : But then as to the 
particular Manner, how the Equity and 


| Merey of the Goſpel ſhall be extended 


to thoſe to whom it never was preach- 
ed ; this, there is no Neceſſity of de. 
termining ; And certainly your Noti- 


Souls being of neceſſity to be baptized 
with Water, even 1n the Literal Senſe, 
in order to be made capable of any 


Favour 


on, ark 42,) concerning ſeparate 


95 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


Favour of this kind ; might very well 
have been ſpared. ; 
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As to what you teach in the 48h and 
following Sections, concerning two diſtinct 
Souls in Men; Many antient Writers 
do indeed ſo expreſs themſelves, as if 
they ſuppoſed the ſenſitive Soul to be 
one Subſtance and the rational Soul an- 
other : But both That Philoſophy it 
ſelf, and your explication of it particu- 
larly, is very unintelligible : And your 
Interpretation of that Text, where the 
Formation of Man is deſcribed, is real- 
ly ridiculous; The Words are theſe ; 
And the Lord God formed Man of the 
Duſt of the Ground, and breathed into 
his Noſtrils the Breath of Life, and Man 
became a living Soul, Gen. 2, 7. Upon 
2 2 you U 55 1 is 6 

uppoſed before the Divine Breathing : 
Chai, x a dead Man, which is * 
deed no Man, but a Man animated with 

that lower Soul, which is common to him 
and Beaſts, and therefore cannot be im- 
puted to a Divine Breathing. Can any 
thing be more abſurd than this Inter- 
pretation? or can any thing be more 
5 plain, 


Tag. 216. 
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plain, than that the meaning of theſe 
Words is, that God firſt formed the 
Body of Man out of the Duſt, and then 
Mſpired into it a living Soul? But which 
way ſoever the Philoſophy of this Que- 
ſtion be determined, it will ſtill be no- 
thing to your purpoſe : For ſuppoſe, 
if you pleaſe, that the Senſitive and 
Rational Soul be really two diſtin& 
| Subſtances ; yet how does this tend to 
prove that the Rational Soul is ever the 
more naturally Mortal? Did not thoſe 
antient Philoſophers, who thought 
Man compoſed of three diſtinct parts, 
a Body, a ſenſitive Soul, and a rational 
Spirit; teach that the rational Spirit 


was naturally Immortal? as you your + pag. 22. 
ſelf confeſs F conceraing Plato and & #3: 


Philo; and you bring no Authority 
nor Reaſoning, in theſe Sections, to 
the contrary. 585 

In like manner your long Excur- 
ſion, in the 55th Section, concerning 
the Separate State, does not at all 

prove, nor indeed ſo much as ſup- 
poſe, that the Soul is naturally Mortal - 
On the contraty, the Authorities you 
there cite, do all ſuppoſe it Immortal. 
Wherefore the particular groundleſs, 
H not 
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not to ſay abſurd Notions, which you 
there advance, concerning the Habi- 
tations of ſeparate Souls, and the Extent 
of the Power of Evil Spirits over them, 
&c ; not being of any Importance 
with reſpe& to the main Queſtion ; 
need not here be examined. 


The Argument you propoſe, (Geck. 
60,) that 4 naturally mortal Soul js 
more ſuitable and agreeable to be joyned 
with a naturally mortal Body, as 4 con- 
ſtituent of Human Nature, than a Soul 
that 3s naturally Immortal. This Ar- 
gument, if it proved any thing, 
would prove that the Soul ought to 
be of the ſame Nature and Duration 


with the Body, and that it ought to 


die at the ſame time with the Body, 
that is, that there ought to be no 
Soul at all. For it is juſt as much 
diſagreeable and unſuitable to the 


Body, to have ſuch a Subſtance uni- 


ted to it, as is _ of ſubſiſting 
at all after the Diſſolution of the Bo- 
dy; as to have ſuch a Subſtance 
united to it, as is capable of con- 
tinuing to ſubſiſt for ever. Since 
therefore you your ſelf acknowledge 


that 
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that the Soul is naturally able to 
ſubſiſt ſeparate for many Ages af- 
ter the diſſolution of the Body; 
this Argument, if it had any ſtrength 
in it, would prove a great deal too 
much for you ; and be of the ſame 


force againſt your own Notion of the 


Soul, as againſt oxrs; Unleſs you 
could perſwade the World to be- 
lieve, that uot only the Immorta- 
lizing Spirit, but even the rational 
Soul, that Soul which you ſuppoſe 
to be naturally Mortal, is itſelf alſo 
a preternatural Principle, (as you * 
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once or twice very abſurdly aſſert,) 24. and 


and not originally a conſtituent Part of Piſco]. 2- 
Human Nature. —— 


Neither has the Argument you draw 


from the Doctrine of Original Sin, any 
greater ſtrength in it. For there is no 

neceſſity of ſuppofing, upon any Scheme, 
that ſuch Perſons as have no actual Sin 
of their own, ſhall ever be condemned 
to eternal Torments merely for the Sin 
of our firſt Parent. Tis true we can- 
not peremptorily affirm in partieular, 
how God will diſpofe of ſuch 
Souls, as having no actual Sips of 


H 2 their 
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their own to anſwer for, yet have 
no expreſs Title, by the ordinary 
Means, to the Rewards of the Go- 
ſpel : But certainly 'tis a very weak 
and poor Argument, to conclude that 
numberleſs Souls muſt therefore neceſ- 
ſarily be annihilated, merely becauſe 
we do not know in particular, 
what State and Condition it will pleaſe 
God to aſſign them. 


The ſame may be ſaid of your Ar- 
gument drawn from the Doctrine of 
Reprobation. You anſwer it your 
ſelf, by ſuppoſing that the Doctrine of 
abſolute Reprobation is not the Doctrine 
of Scripture. And as to that Præteriti- 
om, which is barely the not affording 
all Men the ſame Means of Knowledge 
tis anſwered in your own Scheme, by 
what you ſay (Sec. 45, 46, and 47) 


concerning the new Trial ſome Per- 


ſons may undergo in another State ; 
and tis anſwered better, by ſuppo- 
ſing that all Men may however be 
Judged in proportion, according to 
the Equity of the Goſpel, though they 


it. 


never had any explicit Knowledge of 
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Laſtly, As to your Argument drawn 
from the Difficulty of reconciling eter- 
nal Puniſhments with the Goodneſs 
of God ; That Difficulty does not ariſe 
chiefly from the difference of the Per- 
| ſons, who may be concerned in thoſe 
Puniſhments proportionably in diffe- 
rent degrees; but the real difficulty 
of the Queſtion lies in this, how it 
is reconcileable with the Goodneſs of 
God, to put any Perſons at all upon 

a neceſſity of making ſuch an Opti- 
on, wherein if they chooſe amiſs, the 
Miſery they incuir muſt be irrecoverable. 
And this difficulty is evidently much 
better anſwered, by ſuppoſing the 
Souls of Men to be naturally immor- 
tal ; ſo that they who render them- 
ſelves uncapable of Happineſs, muſt 
conſequently fall into remedileſs Mi- 
ſery ; than it can be anſwered in your 
Scheme, where none can be liable 
to endleſs Puniſhment, without being 
miraculouſly immortalized on pur- 
poſe, by the Arbitrary Will and 
Power of God, beyond the origi- 
nal Capacity of their Nature. 
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And now, Sir, I cannot but earneſt- 
ly recommend it again to your moſt 


ſerious conſideration z whether the 


new and inconſiderate Notions you 
have advanced, and (the Arguments 
I will not ſay, becauſe I think you have 
not offered any that are of any real 
force, but) the Pretenſes of Reaſon 
and Authority, which you have put 


into the Hands of ſceptical and profane 


Men, to confirm them in their prejudi- 


ces againſt the Belief of the Immortali- 
ty of the Soul; are not likely to be of 
great diſſervice to Religion; And 
whether you ought not (as all good 
Men are of Opinion youoaght) to think 
of ſome means of making ſatisfacti- 
on to the Church, to whom you have 
given ſo great Offence ; and of prevent- 
ing the effect of that incouragement, 
which your Notions in this matter (tho 
no Body doubts but it is contrary to 
your intention) have given to Immora- 
lity and contempt of Religion. 


If zeal for the defenſe of a Doctrine 
of ſuch importance, has in any part 
of this Letter cauſed me to drop any 
Expreſſions, which may be thought 

too 
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too ſharp, and to carry in them too 
little of that reſpect, which all the 
World acknowledges to be juſtly due 
to you upon account of your very 
great Learning; I know you will 
pardon it upon ſuch an occaſion as 
this; and I cannot doubt but upon 
ſecond Thoughts, you will be ſome- 
what diſſatisfied with your ſelf, for 
having publiſhed a Book, at which all 
good Men are ſorry, and all profane 
Men rejoyce. | 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


XF 7 Hereas the Author of certain 
VV Remarks upon the Sermons 
preached at Mr Boyles Lecture in the 
Year 1704, has publiſhed a Vindication 
of thoſe Remarks, with more miſrepre- 
ſentation of the Doctrine contained in 
thoſe Sermons, and in thoſe preached 
in the Year 1705: The Author of the 
ſaid Sermons, humbly conceiving that 
there is no Objection either in the Re- 
marks or in the Vindication of the Re- 
marks, which has not been either pre- 
vented in the Sermons themſelves, or 
fully anſwered in the Preface to the 
ſecond Volume; and not thinking it 
fit to trouble the World with any fur- 
ther Reply to mere Calumny and ill 
language; deſires to refer this matter 
wholly to the impartial Reader, who 
by comparing the Books themſelves, 
with the Remarks, will judge on 
which fide Truth and Reaſon ſtands. 
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